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ation 1 have asked for in this amendment. 
money cannot be expended unless it is needed. 
“Mr. STANLY. As to this matter of indexing 
being originated bya Whig House, I will say the 
Whigs then had a man there for whom the place 
was made—a man by the name of Young—who 
was, in my opinion, very improperly removed by 
a Democratic Clerk. If that competent man had 
heen retained in office, the work would have been 
completed; but he has been removed, and his place 
been filled by green hands, who know nothing of 
the work, and it progresses slowly. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Fior- 

exce’s amendment to make the appropriation 
694.950, and it was-not agreed to. 
“ Mr. MASON. I move to increase the appro- 
priation contained in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania one dollar, so that the 
clause will read: 


For miscellaneous items, $24,951. 


From what has been said by the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Heousrton,] I conclude that 
the Committee on Ways and Means did not take 
into consideration these various items. That com- 
mittee at first made the appropriation $3,000, and 
now have raised it to $6,000, instead of $24,000, 
that being the sum asked for by the Clerk. In 
looking over these estimates, it seems to me that 
they have been made out from amounts which 
have been actually paid. Here is for detention of 
members for sickness, $3,000. Now, it has long 
been the custom of the House, when members are 
detained upon the road by accident or sickness, 
they are to be paid their per diem. There isa 
standing law of Congress to that effect. I take it 
for granted that these estimates are for a deficiency 
which has already occurred. Weare continually 
allowing claims of this kind. 

I see another item of $2,000, for the funeral ex- 
penses of members. 
~ As I understand it, these expenses have already 
been incurred, and the accounts allowed. Now, 
Congress have allowed these various items by 
laws and resolutions directing the Clerk to expend 
these amounts. How can he pay them unless 
you appropriate the money? Ifthe money is not 
appropriated, the Clerk cannot expend it. Is it 
reasonable that you should authorize and direct 
him to incur this expense, and then refuse to 
furnish the money to pay them? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky one question. Does the gentle- 
man say that there have been no expenses of this 
kind paid during the current year? 

Mr. MASON. Tunderstand this item is to sup- 
ply a deficiency which has already occurred. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
that none of these contingent expenses have been 
paid during the current year ? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir; I understand they have 
been paid to a certain extent. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [should like to ask one ques- 
tion. Does the gentleman from Kentucky assert, 
as chairman of the Committee on Accounts, that 
the amounts specified in the estimates presented 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fior- 


ENCE] are now due?—that they have actually been | 


incurred ? 

Mr. MASON. They are the estimates of the 
Clerk, as necessary to defray the deficiencies for 
the current year. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
which have already occurred, or those which he 
supposes may occur? 

Mr. FLORENCE. A portion of them are now 
due, and the rest are anticipated. 

Mr. STANLY. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky allow me to ask a question, for I rely very 
much upon what he says in relation to this matter, 
and shall vote in accordance with what he says? 
Will he tell me how much this index of private 


claims ig likely to cost, and what it will cost to 


print it if it is once made out? 

Mr. MASON. That is a different subject. The 
gentleman knows that 1 made an ineffectual at- 
tempt at the last session to put a stop to that source 
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of expenditure. A gentleman rose in his seat 
and offered a resolution to increase these clerks, 
and directing the Clerk to employ more and to 
continue them on, and it passed through the House 
almost by acclamation. Now, sir, | have con- 
demned the whole thing, and I have been charged 
by my Democratic friends on this side of the 
House with going to the other side to try to get 
support there to a proposition to stop it. 1 found, 
when | went to that side of the House, that, as 
they candidly told me, they were stuck, for they 
started the thing, and thgy are so recorded on the 
Journal. It was a marvelously proper thing, and 
they put in this Mr. Young, a single individual, 
to finish the job. Subsequently the Democrats 
got anxious to have the index finished, and they 
added fifteen or twenty more clerks, [laughter,] 
and as I told the House last session, these clerks 
had no desk or bureau to make out their monthly 
accounts at. Many of these clerks have been at 
work. For all these things the House is respons- 
ible. The people send members from the different 
districts, and if they choose to squander the pub- 
lic money in this way I cannot stop it. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. STUART. If the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will allow me, I want him to go on and oc- 
cupy my five minutes, and explain this matter to 
the House. If this is a contingency we ought to 
ASS it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Michigan, 1 wish to 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mason] 
a question. 

Mr. STUART. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky will not be interrupted. I should like 
to hear him go on with his connected statement. 
We may learn some facts, and if this is a deficien- 
cy we ought to pass it. 

.Mr. JONES. 1 wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, if these extra clerks—these 
map men, and these index clerks—do not occupy 
a place fixed up down below, to which to appoint 
men who are turned out at the other end of the 
avenue; and whether, when they were turned out 
there, they were not provided for here. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will permit me, 1 want to say one word. | 
just want to call the attention of this committee to 
the fact that the proposition | made has nothing at 
all to do with the index clerks, and I do not stand 
up here to defend their employment or continu- 
ance. I do not care about it at all, and 1 want 
that perfectly and plainly understood. I have of- 
fered my amendment in good faith, because | be- 
lieve it to be necessary, and I desire that the dis- 
cussion may be confined to the amendment, and 
no one better understands it than the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. I want to hear from the 
gentleman from Kentucky how much of this item 
has been passed upon by the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and how much the House ought to 
appropriate. 

Mr. MASON. Well, sir, as I before remarked, 
a gentleman known for his economy, and noted 
for it every where, offers a resolution to increase 
the number of these clerks. I was myself per- 
fectly astounded, for at the same time the {com- 
mittee were engaged in turning them out. 

As to the men engaged upon the land maps, 
after the maps were finished, they, by some au- 

thority or other, were continued, and additional! 
duties were created for them, and | believe they 
are on duty yet. The Committee on Accounts 
were unanimously of opinion that they should be 
discharged. But they were besieged and pressed 
upon in one way or another, and finally gave 
way, and | was found in the minority of the 
committee myself, 

Now, in regard to the expenses of which the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Srvarr,] in- 
quires, 1 understand that this is the estimate of 
the Clerk of this House, for the deficiencies for 
the various purposes enumerated therein—one for 


|| paying members detained by sickness on the road | 
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or at home, which they are entitled to by law; 
and one for the funeral expenses of members. 1 
understand there is a deficiency of $24,000 for the 
various items named in that bill, which the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means has 
lumped at $3,000, instead of $24,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I intended, in connection 
with the amendment I proposed, to offer upon my 
own responsibility, and not under direction of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, amendments 
cove or two heads of the appropriation 
contained in this estimate. I intended, for instance, 
to ask the House to insert an amendment covering 
the item of box: I have already sent up an 
amendment covering the expense of contesting the 
seats of members. 

Mr. MASON. The funeral expenses of mem- 
bers, which vary in amount from $1,000 to 410,000, 
and $15,000, are paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House. 

The various items of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Fronence } 
are mere estimates made out by the Clerk from 
deficiencies now before him, and which he has not 
funds in his hands to meet. 

The fact is, these index clerks have been selling 
their pay for months past, and discounting it, as 
I understand it, with Mr. Corcoran. They also 
sell them to other men ata small discount. They 
have been obliged to sell their accounts during the 
session, there being a total deficiency of funds with 
which to pay any part of their s ilaries. 

The gentleman asks how there came to be any 
deficiency? I understand it was in this way: The 
Committee on Ways and Means last year con- 
tended that the extra compensation to clerks and 
messengers was not right, and that it was not right 
to expect that the Hlouse of Representatives would 
pay twenty or thirty thousand dollars extra to the 
clerks, pages, and messengers. They therefore 
put in the priation bill the miscellaneous 
items, which the Clerk has consumed in paying 
this extra compensation ordered by the House. 
That left the deficiency in the iter for paying the 
dex clerks. ‘They preferred getting $250 extra 
compensation in a lump, and agree to wait for their 
recular salaries. 

[Elere the hammer fell.] 

"Fl e que stion then recurring on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Mason to the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Hovusron, it was put, and it was agreed 
to. 

The q recurring vpon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Houston as amended, it was put, 
and the amendment 

Mr. HAVEN. 
amendments I de 


The amendments were read, as follows: 





ring one 


appre 


! 
question then 


was agreed to. 
I send to the Clerk’s table some 


ire to offer to the bill. 


For paper used, and to be used for printing for the Sen 


ate, for the first session of the Thirty-second Congress, 
$13,234 40 

For paper used, and to be used for printing for the House 
of Representatives, for the first session of the Thirty sec 


S16,411 50, 

For paper for the printing for the two Houses of Congreas, 
for the second session of the Thirty second Congress, be ing 
for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853, 2104,064. 

For compensation to the Superintendent of Public Print 
ing, and the two clerks and messenger in 
$4,376 33. 

For blank 
postage, &c., $1, 


Mr. HAVEN. This is a very considerable 
item, and I have no desire that the committee 
should pass upon it without knowing what it is. 
The amendment is framed an estimate of 
the Superintendent of Printing for the paper that 
has been used and is to be used during this ses- 
sion of Congress, and up to the last of June, under 
the act passed last year in reference to the public 
printing. 


ond Congress, 


his office, 


books, advertising for proposals for paper, 
50. 


upon 


The committee will remember that that act took 


away from the public printer, under the contract 
system, not only the printing, but also the pur- 
chase of paper, which the public printer was com- 
pelled by law, as it then stood, to furnish. 

Now, in reference to the printing itself, the sec 
ond section of the act passed last year, authorized 
the Superintendant of Printing to issue his ceruh- 
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cate for the amount which he finds to be due to 
the printer, and declares that that shall be suffi- 
cient authority for the Treasurer to pay the amount 
he so certifies to be due—in other words, the cer- 
tifieate of the Superintendent is an appropriation, 
in fact, by the second section of the law, for the 
printing itself. ae 

As to the paper, no appropriation has been made 
by law, nor is there any provision in reference to 
the certificate of the Superintendent being a suffi- 
cient authority to the Treasurer to pay it. Now, 
there was the printing of the Senate, which was 
ordered at the fast session, of yarious documents, 
books, and works, which the first clause of the 
amendment I offered, being $13,234 40, is intended 
to provide for. 

The next item of $16,000 is the same in refer- 
ence to the printing for the House. I will give 
the House an instance of the kind of printing, al- 
ready ordered, which we have to furnish paper 
for. There was the Coast Survey; there was the 
printing of one hundred thousand copies of the 
agricultural part of the Patent Office Report, and 
fifty thousand copies of the mechanical! part of the 
same. The printing of those is to be done by the 

resent printer, and the paper is to be furnished 
by the Superintendent for them, and other like 
jobs which are being executed. 

The third item of $104,000 is the estimate which 
the Superintendent sends in, and is for paper which 
is necessary for the printing for both Houses of 
Congress during this session. 

The other item is for the compensation of the 
Superintendent himself, and of the clerks and mes- 
sengers, whose appointment was authorized by 
the joint resolution passed a few days since, and 
for advertising as provided by law. 

Altogether it is a large item—nearly $134,000. 
These are the reasons why the items are offered 
here. It will be seen that they all come within 
the operations of this year. The estimate was 
submitted to the House, and on my motion was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The chairman of that committee tells me that he 
has not drawn the provision in pursuance of the 
estimate, inasmuch as it legitimately belongs to 
the committee of which Tama member. I have 
drawn the amendment, and made this brief ex- 

lanation, that the House may know on what it 
1s voting. 

Mr. CARTTER. The amendment which has 
been proposed by the honorable member from 
New York, is one of considerable consequence, 
and asan adjournment will give usall an opportu- 
nity to investigate it, 1 move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the 
chairman (Mr. Brown, of Mississippi,) reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the state of the Union gener- 
ally under consideration, and particularly House 
bill No. 335, ‘*to supply deficiencies in appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1853, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. STUART. Inasmuch as the House have | 
set apart two days, now near at hand, for thecon- | 
sideration of territorial business, [ ask leave to ' 
report, from the Committee on Territories, ** A bill 
to establish the territorial government of Colum- 
bia,’’ that it may be printed, and be before mem- 
bers when it comes up for aetion. 

There was no objection, and the bill was re- 
ported, read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House thereupon adjourned till to-morrow 
at twelve o’clock, m. 


Let us get through with the 


——— 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorial were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 
By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition of the heirs of 


John Winans, praying for the allowance of commutation | 


pay in censideration of the services of the said Winans 

during the revolutionary war. | 
By Mr. HENN: The petition of H. Tucker and 51 others, 

citizens of Decatur county, fowa, asking for a donation of | 
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certain tracts of land on which the county seat of said | 


county is situated. 

By Mr. VENABLE: The petition of the workingmen of 
the Washington navy yard, for increase of pay. 

sy Mr. HAMILTON: The petitionof Martin J. Adams 
and others, tor the establishment of a post route from Cuin- 
berland, Maryland, to Robinsonville, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of citizens of Alle- 
gany county, Pennsylvania,in favor of the construction of 
a railroad through the wilderness leading from Detroit across 
the peninsula of Michigan to Marquette Bay, Michigan, 
and from Manitoowoc to Kewana Point, upon Lake Supe- 
rior, with a branch to the Ontonagon river, and also a branch 
to Iron Bay, and praying for a grant of land in aid of such 
objects. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of J. C. Delano and 
others, of New Bedford, asking that the hospital tax upon 
seamen may be abolished ; that measures may be taken for 
the establishment of naval schools for the education ot 
young men for the mercantile marine; and that the law re- 
quiring two thirds of all crews of American ships to be 
United States citizens may be repealed. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: A memorial for a private 
charter, asked for by Dr. Hartwell Carver and his associ- 
ates, to build a railroad from some point on the Mississippi 
or Missouri rivers, or trom Lake Michigan to the Pacific 
ocean. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 26, 1853. 
Prayer by the Rev. James GaLLaner. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a communication from the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, relative to the clas- 
sification of clerks; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of William 
Hi. Henderson, praying the confirmation of the 
title to a tract of adobe by him and Rob- 
ert Henderson, deceased, within the Bastrop grant; 


which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


Also, a petition of David Steuart, praying the | 


confirmation of his title to certain land within the 
Bastrop grant; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of Charles H. Morrison, pray- 


ing the confirmation of his title to a tract of land | 
within the Bastrop grant; which was referred to the 


Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Also, the remonstrance of C. G. Hale and others, 


against 


to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Also, a petition of citizens of the parish of An- | 
achila, Louisiana, praying to be allowed further | 
time to establish their rights of preémption; which 


was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


the confirmation of the Wicks claim to || 
certain lands purchased by them in the parish of | 
West Feliciana, Louisiana; which was referred 


I present the petition of 
Charles Folsom, and other inhabitants of the city 
of Boston and county of Suffolk, in the State of | 


Massachusetts, in favor of cheap ocean postage, 


in which they ask Congress to reduce the present 
burdensome rates of ocean postage to a uniform 


rate of two cents prepaid, for every half ounce, 
to witich may be added the inland postage as now 


required by law. 


I move the reference of this 


petition to the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. 


I present the petition of the 


Mayor of Brooklyn, ex-members of Congress, 
and other prominent citizens of that place, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law authorizing a contract 


to be made with Christian Hansen for carrying 


the mails of the United States between Brooklyn 


and Gliickstadt, and between Kiel and St. Peters- 
Also, a similar petition of German adopt- 
ed citizens of the city of New York; and a sim- 
ilar petition of adopted citizens from Sweden, 
Denmark, and Norway, residing in New York | 
} I move that these petitions be 

referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


burg. 


and Brooklyn. 


Post Roads. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD also presented the petition of 
Simeon Draper, praying that a register may be 
issued for the steamship Albatross; which was 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, a petition of the heirs-at-law of John Mor- 
gan, director general and physician-in-chief of the 
American hospitals during the revolutionary war, 


-_- 





} 

been entitled had he served to the close of th 

| war; which was referred to the Committee , 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. COOPER presented the memorial of J 
W. Glover and others, praying 
the bounty land law; which " 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of George Beatty and Others 
praying a modification of the bounty land leer 
which was referred to the Committee on Pybjj, 
Lands. te 

| __Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Ephraim 
Gilman, draughtsman in the General Land Office 

| praying to be allowed an amount equal tothe con. 
pensation he would have received had his com. 
pensation not been reduced; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. ’ 

Mr. SMITH. Iam desired to present a neti- 
tion of Green Kendrick and sundry citizens of 
Waterbury, Connecticut, most of whom are now 
engaged in mining for copper on Kewana Poin. 
upon Lake Superior, praying a grant of Jand to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Detroj; 
to Marquette Bay, and from Manitoowoc to Ke. 
wana Point, upon Lake Superior, with branches 
to the Ontonagon river and Iron Bay. I move its 

| reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of Elvira F. 
Smith, widow of an officer who died in the late 
war with Mexico, praying that the pension she 
now receives may be continued; which was re. 
ferred to the Cormmittee on Pensions. 

| Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of F. W. 

|| Brookes and others, praying the removal of the 
bar at the mouth of Calmut river; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. Klein, who was dis- 
abled in the late war with Mexico; which was 

|| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


STEAMER EDITH. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, at the last 
session of Congress there was a report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, relating to a court of inquiry 
as to the loss of the United States steamer Edith. 
I move that those papers be taken from the files 
of the Senate, for the purpose of having them re- 
|| ferred to the Naval Committee of the House, 
| where the question is now pending, and they 
want the evidence. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WAREHOUSING SYSTEM. 


Mr. HUNTER. I gave notice yesterday that 
I would ask the Senate this morning to take up 
the bill ‘*to extend the provisions of the ware- 
housing system by establishing private bonded 
warehouses, and for other purposes,”’ but I be- 
lieve the Senator from Massachusetts is not now 
quite ready, and | therefore ask him to indicaie 
an early day when he will be ready to present his 
views upon the subject. 
Mr. DAVIS. I will name Monday next. 
| Mr. HUNTER. Then I give notice that | 
shall on that day ask the Senate to take up the bill. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. COOPER. I ask leave of the Senate to 
| withdraw the papers in the case of Evelina Porter, 
widow of Commodore Porter, with a view 1 
withdraw her claim entirely. There has been no 
report made, and she desires to withdraw the 
| claim. 

Mr. GWIN. Those papers are now under the 
consideration of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and it seems to me that it would be better to allow 
that committee to act upon the question. 

Mr. COOPER. I endertneet that the subject 
| was before the Committee on Naval Affairs, but 
'the lady has just now called upon me, and de- 
sired me to ask for the withdrawal of the papers 
in the case, with a view of ultimately withdraw- 
ing her claim altogether. ° 


1€ 


yn 


1 ohn 
a modification of 


was referred to the 


.|| Mr. GWIN. I withdraw my objection. 


_ The motion to discharge the Committee on Ne- 
' val Affairs and grant leave to withdraw the papers, 
| was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill to confer on 
John W. Quinney, a member of the Stockbridge 


praying to be allowed the commutation pay and || tribe of Indians, the right of citizenship of the 
bounty land to which said Morgan would have || United States, and for other purposes, with the 
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smendments of the House of Representatives, re- 


ported thereon. E 
* The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 


ts of the House of Representatives to the said 
and concurred therein. 


mit 
PROSECUTION OF SUITS BY HEIRS OF DE- 
CEASED PARTIES. 

Mr. BADGER. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the 
Hill to “authorize the heirs of a deceased party to 
4 suit to prosecute the suit,”’ to report the bill 
back, with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. Itis a matter of some importance, and 
one which I apprehend will lead to no division of 
opinion in the Senate. I should therefore be glad 
if the Senate would now proceed to consider it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to enact, that in all real and 
mixed actions which are or may be pending in 
any court of the-United States, if the demandant 
shall die before final judgment, his heirs or de- 
visees may, at the same term of the court when 
the death 1s suggested, or within such time as the 
court shall allow, appear to prosecute the suit in 
the same manner as if it had orginally been com- 
menced by him or them. 

The committee propose to strike out all of the 
bill after the enacting clause, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

« That the provisions ofsection thirty-one of the act passed 
in the year 1789, entitled ‘ An act to establish the judicial 
courts of the United States,’ shall hereafter extend to all real 
and mixed actions pending in any court of the United States, 
and the heir or heirs of the party thereto dying before the 
final judgment, shall have the same rights and be subject to 
the like duties as the executor or administrator in the cases 
therein provided for.”? 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to say a few words, 
simply in explanation of the bill, and | think the 
Senate will then perceive that there can be no ob- 
jection to it. Under the thirty-first section of the 
judiciary act, provision is made by law for reviving 
personal actions in behalf of the executor or admin- 
istrator of a deceased plaintiff, and against an exec- 
utor or administrator of a deceased defendant; but 
there is no provision made in the case of real actions 
to revive prosecution at the instance of the heirs of 
a deceased demandant, or against the heirs of a de- 
ceased defendant; and the object of this bill is to 
extend the provision now made by law in relation 
to personal actions to real and mixed actions. 

The amendment was agreed to; the bill was. re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. The bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time, 
and passed; and on motion by Mr. Banger, its title 
was amended so as to read: ** A bill to extend to 
real and mixed actions the provisionis of the thirty- 
first section of the judiciary act.”’ 


EXTENSION OF THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM. 

Mr. BUTLER. A resolution was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, directing them to 
inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the appointment of an associate judge of the 
Supreme Court of the United States for a new 
circuit, to be composed of the State of California 
and the Territory of Oregon, and that committee 
have instructed me to ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. We 


make this request, not because we do not feel in- 


clined—for, in fact, | might be entirely willing to 
do so—to report such a bill; but I am instructed 


to say that the whole subject of the reorganization 
of the Federal courts is now before the committee, 
and not having time to mature such a system, or 
prepare such a bill at this session as we think 
ought to be framed to come up to the demands of 
the country, I am instructed to ask to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the sub- 


ject until the next session. 
Mr. GWIN. 


of the United States now in California. 


the United States courts are concerned. 


subject. 


Mr. BUTLER, 


lam very sorry that the com- 
mittee has not deemed it proper to mature that bill. 
It is a subject of the greatest possible importance 
to my constituents, because we have but one judge 
He is 
occupied constantly, and in the event of his death, 
Justice would be entirely suspended there so far as 
I regret 
very much that, notwithstanding the vigilance of 
that committee, and its great energy in regard to 
the judiciary, it has not found time to act on the 


I assure the honorable Sen- 
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ator from Californta that we had every inclination, 
both on his account and on account of his State, 
to act upon the subject, and report such a bill. 
But there are many other States in the same con- 
dition; and when we reorganize the system—for 
the necessities of the country compel us to do so, 
otherwise it will be an impracticable one—and 
when we take the whole subject into considera- 
tion, [ can assure the honorable Senator that, in 
my opinion, he will have a judge fer his State. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to. 


FEE BILL. 

Mr. BRADBURY. [ am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to which was re- 
ferred the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives ** to regulate the fees and costs to beallowed 

| clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,’’ to report the same with sundry 
cunieudiiainan: The amendments are not of such 
a character as materially to change the character 
of the bill; and I shall not, therefore, ask that they 
| be printed, but I give notice that I shall insist on 
| an early consideration of the bill. 
| Mr. GWIN. I hope the amendments wil! be 
| printed, so that we can have them before us, and 
knew what they are. 
Several SENATORS. 
Mr. BRADBURY. 
amendments be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CASE OF THE BRIG KATE BOYD. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to report a joint resolution ‘* for 
the relief of the owners of the brig Kate Boyd,”’ 
and [ ask that it may be considered at this time. 

The resolution was read a first and second time, 
| by unanimous consent, and the Senate proceeded 

to consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| proposes to refer to the Secretary of State and 
| Attorney General, for adjustment, the petition and 
papers of the owners of the brig Kate Boyd, 
formerly owned chiefly by Gregorson and Sum- 
| ner, of Boston, praying for indemnity for losses 
| sustained in consequence of her seizure at New 
York by the district attorney, under authority 
from the President; and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury cause to be paid whatever iiearaene 
| may be made by those officers. 
| Mr. DAVIS. If any explanation is desired, I 
| will make it. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 

without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 

| third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


BANKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. FISH. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to introduce at this time, previous no- 
| tice not having been given, a bill ** to authorize the 
‘business of banking in the District of Columbia, 
‘and to regulate the issuing and circulation of notes 
‘as money.” I introduced at the last session a 
bill of a similar title, and for the same general 
purpose, but I have found it expedient to make 
several alterations in it, and therefore, if there be 
no objection, I desire now to introduce this bill. 
There being no objection, the bill was read a 
| first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


UNITED STATES MINTS. 


| Mr. GWIN, by unanimous consent, asked and 
| obtained leave to bring in a bill for the better regu- 
lation of the Mints, and to secure the conformity 
of coins to their respective standards; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to-the Committee on Finance. 
On motion by Mr. GWLN, the bill was ordered 
to be printed. 


LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Let them be printed. 
Then I move that the 


Mr. CHASE submitted the following resolution; 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
| agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in 


structed to inquire into the expediency of subseribing for 


one thousand copies of EliS. Tappan’s edition of the Laws 
of the United States ngw in force. 
LUCIE ANN GARNER. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to allow me to refer to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, the petition and papers in the case 
of the application of Lucie Ann Garner for a pen- 
| sion, now on the files of the Senate. An adverse 
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report was made at the last session, In consequence 
of the committee deeming it impolitic to extend 
the pension priv ileves. Since that ume a number 
of pensions have been rranted upen grounds very 
similar, | think, to those contained in this applica- 
tion, and therefore as a precedent has been set I 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to refer 
the papers to that committee. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed 
to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MANGUM. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the first special order, 
being the unfinished business of yesterday, ‘* the 
‘joint resolution declaratory of the views of the 
‘ United States respecting the colonization of the 
* North American continent by European Powers, 
‘and respecting the Island of Cuba.” 

Mr. GWIN. 
railroad bill ? 

The PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, and therefore is the first special 
order, 

Mr. GWIN. I cannot agree to give way day 
after day. I conceive it to be my duty to insist on 
the Pacific railroad bill being taken up. 1 know 
the anxiety which gentlemen have to discuss this 
other question, and I know it is important; but l 
should look upon myself as not fulfilling my duty, 
if 1 did not insist upon the discussion going on 
upon the Pacific railroad bill. It was understood, 
a few days ago, that it was to be kept before the 
Senate for discussion, while the Select Committee 
which was appointed upon another similar bill 
should be engaged in their duties, and the object 
was, that that committee might avail themselves of 
the discussions of the Senate in maturing a proper 
bill. If wehave no discussion here, how can the 
committee be prepared to report a measure? I 
hope that the bill to which I allude will not be 
longer postponed. 

Mr. MANGUM. I perfectly concur with the 
honorable Senator from California, that the bill to 
which he refers is a great deal more important 
than this joint resolution; but both sides ought to 
be heard before the country upon the latter, and [ 
think that if it be taken up there will be no dis- 
cussion upon it after an hour or two, certainly 
none during the rest of this week. Then I shall 
go with the Senator for taking up his bill at any 
and all times; but I hope the Senate will proceed 
to the consideration of the unfinished business, 
and allow both sides to be heard. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Do I understand the 
Chair to decide that the unfinished business takes 
precedence over all other special orders? 

The PRESIDENT. Thatis certainly the opin 
ion of the Chair, and the laneuave of the rule; but 
the morning hour has not yet expired, and there- 
fore the mouon is in order without raising that 
question, 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I wish to call the atten- 
| tion of the Senate to the fact, that this day was set 
apart for the consideration of the homestead bill. | 
do not know exactly what the unfinished business 
is, for | was not in the Senate yesterday at the time 
of adjournment; but I wish to make a proposition 
to my friend from North Carolina for a compro- 
mise in regard to this matter, for he and | are both 
good compromise men. I am oneof the last who 
would interpose any objection to any Senator who 
wishes to do so, and who is prepared, addressing 
the Senate, and | would extend every possible 
courtesy to the Senator from New York, or any 
other gentleman; but I wish to ask it asa favor of 
the Senate that they will proceed to the consider- 
ation of the homestead bill. At least let us take it 
up, and Jet Senators who are to address the Senate 
for or against it, indicate some time at which they 
will be ready to do so, and allow me to lay before 
the Senate informally some amendments which 
have been suggested by the Cornmissioner of the 
General Land Office. It will take me but a few 
minutes to do so, and then I will agree to lay the 
bill over to any time which may be suggested by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, and the 
honorable Senator from Tennes«ce—the former of 
whom wishes to speak in opposition to it, and the 
latter in its favor. 

Mr. MANGUM. I amwillingtoaccede tothe 
wish of ‘the honorable Senator, and withdraw my 
motion, that he may mention his own time for the 
consideration of the homestead bill. 


Does that supersede the Pacific 
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Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I will let the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky indicate that, as soon 
the Senate takes it up. 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill from the House of Representatives ** to en- 
* courage agriculture, commerce, manufactures, 
‘and all other branches of industry, by granting 
‘to every man, who is the head of a family, and 
‘a citizen of the United States, a homestead of 
‘one hundred and sixty acres of land, out of the 
‘ public domain, upon condition of occupancy and 


‘cultivation of the same for the period herein 


‘ specified.”’ 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hold in my hand 
several amendments, which have been suggested 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
I ask that they may be received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. ILalso move that the usual 
number of the bill, with these amendments, be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to move now the 
postponement of the bill till Tuesday or Wednes- 
day next. I will leave it to my friend from Iowa 
to fix the precise day. 

Mr.GWIN. Suppose wesay to-morrow week. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Asl understand my 
friend from California to be a friend to this bill, 
and as ready to struggle and do battle for it as | 
am, | am willing to agree to his suggestion. 

Mr. GWIN. I suggested to-morrow week, be- 
cause | wish by that time to have the Pacific 
railroad bill out of the way, and when that shall 
be done, I will help the Senator with all the power 
I can. 


The motion to postpone the further considera- 


tion of the bill till Thursday week was agreed to. 
COLONIZATION IN NORTH AMERICA. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution declaratory of the 
views of the United States respecting colonization 
on the North American continent by European 
Powers, and respecting the Island of Cuba. 


Mr. SEWARD rose and addressed the Senate | 


at length, in the course of his remarks vindicating 
the memory of John Quincy Adams from asper- 
sions cast upon it by the Senator from Michigan, 
{[Mr. Cass. ] 

Mr. CASS replied, defending the comments 
made by him in 1850, on the diary of Mr. Adams. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
Mautory, Gwin, Hare, Sewarp, Mason, Un- 
perwoop, SuHiewps, Burter, Davis, Dawson, 


lor 
“> 


Maneum, and others, (for which see Appendix;) | 
and, without any question being taken, the Senate | 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 26, 1853. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,.m. 
by the Rev. James Gactaner. 
Che Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
*The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the question of rejection of the bill to establish 
a branch of the Mint of the United States in the 
city of New York, on which the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Brooks} is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House for leave to have taken 


Prayer 


from the table and referred, two bills of very great | 


importance to several towns in the State of Louis- 
iana. One is, No. 575, to confirm certain jiand 
claims in the Bastrop grant; and the other is to 
give a preémption right to settlers on other large 
grants of a like nature. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
they occupy be not taken out of the morning hour. 

Mr. STUART. I object if the time be not de- 
ducted from the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair understands 
the proposition of the gentleman is objected to. 

Mr. Brooks then concluded his speech com- 
menced yesterday. His remarks on both occa- 
sions follow: 


I have no objection if the time | 


|| Caliban— 


Mr. BROOKS. I do not know that f have ever | 


before risen to address this House, or any public 


body, with a profound sense of mortification such | 


as I feel onrising now. What is the spectacle here 


ject without a reading. 
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wealths of this Union appear before the two Houses 
of Congress, struggling for what? For any great 
object of national renown? For anything which is 
caiculated to add to their own fame, and to their 
common glory? No. I regret to say no; but for 
what is at the best a mere manufactory, an humble 
blacksmith’s shop, and two Representatives from 
two great cities throwing away the ancient stylus 
in which both were trained in other schools, ap- 
pear here with trenchant blades as gladiators upon 
the arena of this House, apparently for the public 
amusement of lookers-on. When I say to the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Cuanp_er,| who manifests so much repugnance 
to this bill, that the Mint is nothing but a mere 
ornament to Philadelphia, nothing in comparison 
with the iron and coal for which Pennsylvania is 
so renowned—and for which we all pay so much 
tribute to her—when I say that it is nothing to her 
but a bauble, [ must add that it is yet more than a 
bauble to us, for coinage is to the seat of commerce 
and exchanges the very tools of their trade, as 
indispensable to them as the ax to the shipwright, 
or the hammer to the carpenter. However this 
may be, the subject is not worth the excitement. 
It is not worth the bad feeling which it generates 
between the two great cities, and the two great 
Commonwealths in which they are, 
** Non nodus dignus vindice.’?’ 

Nevertheless, the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, without any consideration for the 
committee whence this bill came,—without any re- 
spect for the courtesies and customs of this House, 
at the earliest moment interposed himself between 
me and you, Mr. Speaker, and by some parlia- 
mentary legerdemain, the like of which I have 
never known in the Halls of Congress, or during 
many years’ observation without, he contrived to 
oust me from the floor, and to stand himself on. 
Sir, | have beard much of spiritual rappers and 
spiritual rappings, of tables, too, moving under 
spiritual impulses—as to all of which I have been 
incredulous; but to this | must bear testimony now, 
that the honorable gentleman, by some hocus pocus, 
spirited me off the floor, and spirited himself on. 
1 found myself of a sudden, he being the medi- 
um, lifted off from my position here, and the me- 
dium standing in my place. By this process, sir, 
he thoroughly succeeded, for the time, in disarm- 


ing my batteries, and in opening upon my bill his 
own. I should be more than mortal if | did not 


entertain some feeling because of such an extraor- 
dinary operation upon myself. 

The animus of the honorable gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania in making this motion, should be 
fully comprehended by the House. He supposed 
that by taking the floor from me, within the morn- 
ing hour, he would be able to throw this bill upon 
the Speaker’s table; and when any bill is thrown 
upon your table, sir, we all know it is almost 
hopeless to attempt to rescue it from the mass of 
rubbish that surround you. The only wonder is, 
that even your comely form and well-developed 
proportions, enable you to rescue yourself from 
the bills upon your table; and if the bills continue 
to acctimulate there much longer, even that may be 
impossible,and you may consider yourself as lost 

Sir, no motion is more extraordinary, upon the 
introduction of a bill, than this proposition to re- 
It seldom or ever is made 
by any member—certainly not upon any bill in- 
troduced from a committee which occupies such a 
high position in this House as the Ways and 
Means Committee necessarily does, from the great 
interests intrusted to its care. And yet the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania made use of this propo- 
sition, seldom or ever used within the walls of || 
this House, even to prevent this bill from being 
introduced—from being read—from being consid- 
ered atall. Sir, the like of the thing, in a similar 
case, was never known before. e could not 
have offered to do more, if, instead of being an | 
organ of a distinguished committee of this House, 
I myself had been some Shakspearian Sycorax, 
littering the House with some 
** Freckled whelp, hag-born”’ | 


‘< That poisonous slave, get by the Devil himself.” 
The arguments of the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania were characteristic of his modus 
operandi. It is difficult—it is impossible to answer 
that species of argument, if it may be dignified by | 
that name, which he introduced to the notice of || 


presented? Two great and powerful Common- |) the House. The whole of his address, I must be i] 


| floor.) One word. 


| attempted to prejudice this House against my con- 
| stituents, it is difficult to speak of within the 


| Cripplegate, or Billingsgate, than here. 


| the competency of any Mint to do any amount 0 


/or Mount Washington, in New Hampshire, !t 


'| be acquired despite location and convenience by 
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pardoned for saying, was one of those point 
declamations, one of those aerial} nothings, whic} 
the more you attempt to grasp, the more jt | 
comes impossible, because you cannot wres:|, 
with the air. The sum and substance of it, how. 
ever, was a denunciation of the city which | hays 
the honor in part to represent. The sum nad 
substance an attempt to create prejudice in 4) ; 
House, and to appeal to the passions of members 
here, in order to excite them against the city which 
1 in part represent, if possible, thus to save thixc 
bauble of a Mint for the city whence he comes 
His address divided itself into two parts—rheto,. 
ical and logical. The rhetoric I propose first jp 
answer, and then what is called logic, | shi) 
proceed in order to consider. Sir, this rhetoric, 
it is difficult properly to describe; but what was 
it else than a general denunciation of the city o¢ 
New York? The honorable gentleman spoke of 
that city as an eleemosynary, demanding eleemos. 
ynary dollars from the two Houses of Congress. 
He spoke of its *‘ rapacity’’—its * longing raps. 
city.”? He denounced it as a city, constantly 
uttering here the horse-leech cry of ** Give! giye! 
give!’’ Fle ended his paragraph with a gener) 
denunciation of the ** British bankers and brokers” 
concentrated there; and to give effect to, and to 
season the whole, he made a general charze, as | 
understood him, of intended bribery outside of this 
House to influence the members within. What 
peculiar propensity of the nostrils of those brib- 
ing gentlemen led them to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to give him this information, I leave 
him to settle with them. No such gentlemen 
ever approached me, or gave me such information, 
and 

Mr. CHANDLER, (asking for the right to the 
I did not say they approached 
me, but I wish to read an article from a New 
York paper 

Mr. BROOKS. The hanorable gentleman must 
expect no courtesy from me, because he took the 
floor from me the other morning to reject my 
bill, without a hearing, without a reading even. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask no courtesy. | 
merely want to read an article from a New York 
paper. 

Mr. BROOKS. I decline to yield the floo 
The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, by 
an extraordinary parliamentary motion, took the 
floor from me when I was about to address the 
House, and I owe him no courtesy which requires 
me to give him an opportunity to interpolate a 
speech within my own. It is a bad practice at 
best, and although one which | often yield to, | 
decline to do it upon the present occasion. Sir, this 
sort of rhetoric by which the honorable gentlema: 


@&s 








bounds of parliamentary decorum, or to describe 
in language proper to be used within the walls of 
this House. I know not what to say of it. | 
know not what proper reply to make. I wil, 
therefore, only say that it was ill-fitted for the mar- 
ble pillars and Corinthian columns of this Capitol, 
but far better fitted for the purlieus of Newgate, 


The logic of the gentleman was necessarily 10 
sympathy with such rhetoric as this; and it's 
almost equally difficult to grasp it, and quite es 
dificult to answer it. The argument of most 
weight which he brought forward, was the alleged 
competency of the Philadelphia Mint to do all 
the work that is offered it. Now, I do not deny 


work, if you will give it money enough to expen i. 
Let the Congress of the United States annually 
appropriate money enough for a Mint, though 
be on the Green Mountains, or the Sierra Nevade, 


will have ample competency to coin all the money 
which may be deposited there. Competency m®y 


a sufficient outlay of expense. Sut I deny that 
there is this competency in the Mint at Philadel- 
phia to coin the gold that is now coming from € al- 
ifornia—to coin it fairly, without resort to tricks, 
or to extraordinary expenditures at depositors 
expense. Under a demand fora branch Mint in 
New York, we have been at times able to spur the 
Philadelphia Mint into activity; but that activity 
has been obtained at such sacrifices as our depos- 
itors could ill afford to make. é ; 
About two years ago, when this demand was 
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the loudest for a Mintat New York, the Philadel- 
. Mint, in order to facilitate the coinage, and 
fo acquire a repatation for efficiency, resorted to 
the extraordinary process of throwing away a 

ize portion of the silver that is in Californiagold. 
The gold, the House is aware, contains eighty- 
nine per cent. of gold, and eleven per cent. of sil- 
ver—that is to say, one ounce of California gold 

is in it eighty-nine parts of gold, and eleven of 
silver —worth, at $1 2! 


pi 


29 per ounce, fourteen cents. 
The Mint charge for parting this is five cents; 
hut from November 4th, 1850, to April Ist, 1851, 
under the whip and spur fora New York Mint, 
five elevenths of this silver was left unextracted, 
(what was worth six cents,) and thus, of the four- 
teen cents’ worth of silver deposited in an ounce of 
gold, the depositor received back only three cents. 
Jo acquire a reputation for quick work, the silver 
of the depositor was left in the gold, and yet he 
was charged five cents for parting it! Within 
the time I have named, the cost to the depositors 
for alloy was $42,759 84 in silver, four fifths of 
which—viz: $34,207 87—might and should have 
been saved. These facts, with accompanying 
tables, can be found in the letters of Professor R.S. 
McCulloh, of Princeton College, to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, which have been laid upon our 
tables, and confessed, too, of late by the reply of 
the Director of the Mint to a call made in the other 
branch of Congress, by a Senator from California, 
{Mr. Gwin]. ‘There can be no mistake in the 
facts, for they are thus, not only stated by the 
well-qualified and distinguished Professor whom I 
have named, but they are not denied by the Mint 
itself. ‘To enable the Mint to acquire even what 
reputation it has for competency, such is only one 
of the sacrifices depositors have been called upon 
to make. 

[Elere the morning hour expired, and debate 
went over till the next day.] 


January 26, 1853. 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, when the morn- 
ing hour was about expiring on yesterday, | was 


7 . . » | 
addressing the House on the subject of the com- 


petency of the Mint at Philadelphia. I was de- 
nying the competency of that Mint for a proper 
discharge of the coinage duty, and alleging that, 
whatever competency it had, was obtained by 


large sacrifices on the part of public depositors, 


or by large investments of the bullion fund on the 
part of the United States. 
made by the depositors, I was alleging that the 
eleven parts of silver deposited by the Californian 
holder of gold in one hundred pounds or one hun- 
dred ounces, had nearly all been made use of by 


Among the sacrifices | 


the Mint in Philadelphia for its own purpose, or | 


the purpose of its contingent fund. 


The subject, | 


Mr. Speaker, is so difficult to be understood by | 


mere oral explanation here, that I forbear to enter 
into its discussion any further now, and on that 
point content myself with referring to the public 
documents that | yesterday named. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to another branch of 
complaint, in order to show at what cost to the 


public the reputation of the Philadelphia Mint for | 


efliciency is won, 
these eleven parts of silver in California gold to 
the depositor, whatsoever. 
takes to the Philadelphia Mint an ounce of gold, 
that is eighty-nine parts gold and eleven parts of 
silver, the Mintis bound to make a return of these 


The Mint makes no return of | 


When a depositor 


eleven parts ‘*in kind,’’ but it does no such thing. | 


In order to obtain the premium on silver, or for 


some other purpose, it returns this silver deposit | 


in cold, not ‘*in kind.”” Whatever may be the 
profit, whether four or six percent. premium, that 
profit is made by the Philadelphia Mint, appro- 
priated to itself at the depositor’s cost. i 
the three cent pieces, in the main, coined out of the 
silver thus deposited in that Mint, and appropri- 
ated by the Mint in the way I have named, are 
worth only two cents and a half in silver; and if 
they were a legal tender, and there was enough 
of them, the wholedebt of the United States would 
be paid in them. The, coin is a vile one in its 


composition, for so heavily adulterated is it with | 


alloy, that from very little use it becomes almost 
as dark as its alloy. 

From the profit of these three-cent pieces, ob- 
tained from the silver of depositors in California 
gold, the premium on which is confiscated by the 
Mint, that Mint has realized a fund of $93,317 
the past year, for, from 1852 to 1853, it reports 


Now, sir, | 


having coined 18,663,500 of these pieces, the 
profit on which is $93,317. All this profit the 
Mint has appropriated to itself, to its own con- 
tingent fund, without the authority of any special 
act of Congress certainly, and without the au- 
thority of any law that { can find. The Mint 
has given out (see an article in the Philadelphia 
Ledger) that it will coin thirty millions of these 
three cent pieces the present year, the profits on 
which will be $150,000. A Mint thus supporting 
itself out of its depositors easily wins a reputation 
for efficiency by blinding the public to its expense. 
Another means of winning a character for efli- 
ciency, which the Philadelphia Mint resorts to, is | 
fhe sequestration of the silver of small depositors. 
Unless there be silver to the amount of five dol- 
lars, the Mint makes no return whatever to the 
depositor. Hence, if an humble depositor takes 
there sixty-two ounces of gold, whatever silver 
there is in that deposit, being less than five dol- 
lars, it is appropriated by the Mint for its own 
surposes, while the silver in the large amounts of 
arge depositors, except the cost of parting, and 
about one per cent. left in as alloy, is allowed. 
The returned Californian, the man of the mines, 
is stripped of his little deposit of silver, while the 
big bullion broker is accounted with to the utmost 
extent. The sums thus sequestrated from hum- 


ble depositors, though small in details, are large 


in aggregates, and these aggregates the Mint turns 
over to itscontingent fund, and thus again enables 
its representative here to boast of its sufficiency, 
its competency, at the expense of the general in- 
terest of thecountry. The silver sequestered from 
March 30, 1850, to June 30, 1851, according to 
an account I have before me, was over sixty-six 
thousand ounces—in value, $76,875—all appro- 
priated to itself by the Mint, without coming to 
Congress for any special act. 

In addition to these profits, sir, there are the 
grains and sweepings of the deposit meltings, 
which, from February 22, 1850, to June 30, 1851, 
were, according to a Mint memorandum before 
me, $46,750; another large sum that the Philadel- 
phia Mint also takes to its contingent fund, and 
thereby increases its efficiency. 

Now, these are facts which ought long ago to 
have attracted the attention of this House, and 
knowing which we ought to have held the Mint 
to stricter accountability. Undoubtedly they 
would have attracted our attention, if coinage was 
not a species of occult science, to which but very 
few are willing to bend their minds. Members, 
amid the more tempting and exciting debates about 
them, are unwilling to look into complicated Mint 
accounts or Mint calculations; and hence the Mint 
has had exemption from investigation, and an im- 
punity for all its assumptions of power, because it 
stands almost alone in studying the duties, the 
laws, the chemical and practical principles on which 
it acts. The art of the alchemist is almost as in- 
comprehensible to the great body of us laymen, 
as that of the conjurer or the necromancer, and 
we are almost as much bewildered in its laborato 
ries, as in the labyrinths they weave to confuse u 

1 pass now, Mr. Speaker, to another species of 
charges against the mother Mint, of a more prac- 
tical character,and more easily understood. They 


are charges, not now to be made by me for the | 


first time, but they have been made heretofore in the 
other branch of this Congress, by a Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwin.] 1 am justified in reit- 
erating them by the whole tenor of the address of 
the gentleman from Philadelphia, who would repre- 
sent her people as spotless, and pure, and mine as 
abandoned and corrupt. Sir, they are charges of 
such a high nature, as to demand the closest scru- 
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tiny of the public, and to inspire it with doubt and | 


alarm, as to the very character and safety of the 
Mint. It was alleged by the Senator from Cali- 


fornia, the truth of which allegation has been con- 


fessed by the Mint itself, in a recent report to the 
Senate, that there has beena 


at Philadelphia, and it is a debasement, as I under- 
stand, of about one fifth of one per cent. No charge 


can be more grave against the Mint of any coun- | 


try than that its coin is debased. What freedom 
from suspicion of want of chastity is toa woman, 
freedom from even from deba 
should be to the coinage of the Mint. 

Mr. FLORENCE. With the gentleman’s per- 


mission—— 


suspicion ement 


} : j } } 
debasementin the gold 
coin issued from the branch Mint at New Orleans, | 
which is under the supervision of the mother Mint | 


405 


I cannot afford to yield any of 


Mr. BROOKS. 
my time. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I desired only that the 
gentieman would give the name of any high offi- 
cer of the Mint who has debased its coin. 

Mr. BROOKS. If the gentleman would take 
the trouble to peruse the public documents, he 
would have had that information without calling 
on me for it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The House may not know 
to whom the gentleman refers, though | should. 

Mr. BROOKS. The allegation of the Senator 
from California was in these words: 

**I know and am prepared to show, that the coin of the 
United States has been debased; and that the issue of gold 
coined during one yearin one of the Mints, amounting to 
millions of dollars, was so much debased that it was under 


serious whether it should not be entirely 
ulation.” 


consideration 


withdrawn from circ 


The Senator has been spared the necessity of 
proving his allegations, for the Mint has confessed 
it in its recent report. 

There are other allegations, sir, of a very grave 
character, thouch not so grave as this of debase 
ment, which show that the mother Mint deserves 
no such reputation as is demanded for it by the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania he re. 

In 1848, Randall Hutchimson, a clerk in 
Mint at Philadelphia, embezzled $23,000 from it; 
$7,000 of which was recovered, but the remaining 
$16,000 was lost to the public. He was found 
guilty by a jury in Philadelphia, but was acquitted 
by Judge Grier, the United States judge there, 
not on the ground that he was not guilty, but on 
the ground that there was no law reaching his 
In 1848, the treasurer of the branch Mint 
at New Orleans, which Mint is under the super- 
vision of the mother Mint at Philadelphia, loaned 
$100,000 to the Canal Bank of New Orleans; for 
which he received as a far That fact 
was brought to light in the report of a committee 


t} 


ie 


case, 


mr $27 Of i). 


of the Legislature of Loui: iana, and it was con 
fessed and testified to by the cashier of that bank, 
who was a party to the transaction. 

1 allewe these facts, to impress upon the House 
and country the importance of a reorganization of 
the Mint—the importance of an investigation into 
the facts connected with it, and to show the public 
that it has no such efficiency, no such uprightness, 
no such purity, as is claimed for it ry thé 
able member from Pennsylvania. 

The examination of the 


nonor- 


annual estimates which 
are upon our tables, will, upon mere cursory ex- 
amination, go many ol onus 
I have taken, if members will take the trouble 
look atthem. The Mint at Philadelphia annually 
costs this country, in one forra or another, three 
quarters of a million of dollars, as I shall pro- 
ceed to show; and yet it comes be fore Congress 
asking only for an expenditure, from July 1, 1853, 
to July, 1854, the fiscal year, of 848,000. One 
hundred and ninety-nine thousand dollars it pro 


to establish the posi 


oO 


poses to appropriate for itself, 1 pr fit on copper, 
profit on three-cent pte es, and what it calls ‘‘leva 
deductions on bullion,’’ (see estimates:) so that, to 
use its words, ** only $48,000" are required as *‘ ap 
priations,’’ which, we are carefu ly told, is ** very 
small.’? The additional expenses—and what they 
are who can tell froma y documents in our | 
session >—are made up from the pickings, sweep- 


ings, contrivances, and s¢ juestrations, that I have 
None of these pickings, &c., 
go into the Treasury, as we require here in 
other Departments of the Government; but 
Mint uses them, and appropriates them to make 
itself efficient, as claimed. 

The Mint thus expends from what i 
depositors, and for which it accounts in the esti- 
mates at nearly $200,000, and wanting $438,000 
in appropriations more, being a quarter of a million 


elf more efficient 


hefore described. 


the 


vets from 


, 
me e Federal Treasury, and 

is called a bullion fund of seven mil- 
lion of dollars If anybody indulges in the idea 
that the identical gold deposited in the Mint is re- 


dollar sper annum; but to make it 
it yet has to « 
demand what 


to th 


turned in the coin returned, he much mistakes. As 
soon as the Mint makes an assay of a deposit, it 
resorts to the l’ederal Treasury to pay thedepositor 


out of that, and hence these quick returns of which 
But what 1 


the gentlemen have spoken. the cost 


to the countrv of keeping the Philadelphia Mint 
| thus efficient Let us hear the Secretary of ie 
Trea sury. I q ote from Mr. Corwin’s last ann tal 


report, 1853: 
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“J would again call the attention of Congress to the || which enjoys the price of the transportation of | 


subject of making Mint certificates receivable in all dues 
to the Government and dispensing with the present bullion 


fund, which is maintained at an annual expense of from | 


#350,000 to 2400,000, which might be saved in interest by 
the application of that fund to the redemption of the public 
debt, besides the great advantages to the business commu 
nity and the general trade of the country by throwing the 
amount of that fund into circalation, instead of keeping it 
constantly as dead capital in the vaults of the Mint. 

« The amount ef the bullion fund during the last year has 
been nearly $7,000,000, and ithas been applied to the im 
mediate redemption of Mint certificates, so soon as the 
deposits of gold dust were assayed and their value ascer- 
tained, which has generally been in from twenty-four to 
forty-eight hours after such deposits were made, and the 
bullion fund was then made good so soon as such assayed 
gold could be worked into coin, to be again employed in the 
redemption of other certificates.”’ 


The legal rate of interest in New York is seven 
per cent., and seven per cent. on $7,000,000 is a 


cost of $490,000 per annum—the cost to the coun- | 


try every year, to make the Philadelphia Mint 
efficient. Better, sir, pay Philadelphia to yield up 


her bauble at a million of dollars outright, than | 


be paying for it half a million per annum. 


If the Mint was in New York, there would be | 


no need whatsoever of any such bullion fund. 


The bullion fund would always be in the sub- | 


treasury of New York, under this bill to be the 


treasury of the Mint, andthe bullion fund there | 


would always be large enough to redeem the cer- 
tificates; or if they were not, those certificates held 


by men who could make use of them, would be | 


immediately available, as money on deposit in the | 
banks of New York, and hence there would be | 


no need of this bullion fund at all. 
been found impossible, notwithstanding all our 
large expenditures, to maintain anything like an 
efficient Mint in Philadelphia, and hence the Fed- 
eral Treasury has kept constantly employed there 
from $4,000,000 to $7,000,000 of the public mo- 
ney; as extravagant and almost wasteful expend- 
iture of the public money, when Congress and the 


But it has | 


country are owing over $60,000,000, as it is possi- 


ble for the imagination of man to conceive. 

I call the attention of the House now to another 
fact. The Mint last year coined $51,500,000, 
$41,000,000 of which were in double eagles; but 
of the quarter eagles, which are most desired by 
the country, there were only coined 1,159,381 
pieces. Why are the operations of the Mint di- 
rected to double eagle pieces, made apparently for 
exportation? and why do they neglect the quarter 
eagles, which are most desired by the country for 
the purposes of circulation, and which are neces- 
sary in order to retain an essential specie circula- 
tion? Why isthis done? Why are the whole 
operations of the Mint directed to coin the double 


eagles—the twenty dollar pieces—and the two-and- | 


a-half pieces neglected entirely? It is done in 
order to impose upon the country the mockery of 
efficiency, and to show that it can coin what is de- 
posited there, though it is impossible to coin its 
deposits in quarter eagles, such as are desired by 
the great beady of the people for circulation. If 
the Mint at Philadelphia properly discharged its 
duty, by coining quarter eagles and dollar pieces, 
its whole efficiency would not be over $10,000,000 
or $12,000,000 per year, instead of $51,500,000, 
now claimed in the annual report in January last. 
To make itself apparently efficient, it coins gold 
for exportation, almost altogether neglecting its 
duties to its country, to its home. 

These are facts which challenge the investiga- 
tion of every man; facts which cannot be got 
over, got solic or got around; and they demon- 
strate that the people are duped in believing in the 
efficiency or the competency of the Mint. But to 
maintain in Philadelphia this costly bauble of a 
Mint, the people are annually paying, directly or 
indirectly, three quarters of a million of dollars; 
while on the contrary if it were transferred to the 
point where it is necessary for the interests of 
commerce, half a million of dollars in a bullion 
fund, and the whole expense of transportation to 
and fro, insurance, commissions, guards, corre- 
spondence, &c., &c., would be saved. 

It is said, however, by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Cuanpier,]} that New York does 
not want this Mint; that she only demands it at 
the time of an election, or that as an election ap- 
proaches her members grow warm, and make stir- 
ring appeals to Buncombe. There is some truth 
in a portion of the allegations of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that there are large interests 
in New York who do not want a Mint there. 
First, there is the Camden and Amboy railroad, 





$51,000,000 to and from Philadelphia, which, 
according to the declaration of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania gives that railroad an income 
of $25,000 per annum. And there is, next, the 
| large express companies, which also. enjoy the 


transportation of the bullion and coin to and from | 


Philadelphia, which naturally enough like to lay | 


the depositors under as heavy a tax as possible in | 


the transportation of these large sums of money. 
In addition to this, there are Jarge bullion bro- 


kers from all quarters of the country, and espe- | 


| cially the large bullion brokers in the city of New 
York. I have been shown letters, written to mem- 
bers of this House, from the city of New York, 


declaring that no Mint whatsoever was necessary | 


there; and when the names of the writers of these 
letters were shown me, I have invariably found 
them to be connected either with the railroad or 
express companies, or more generally with the 


any gentleman, upon the arrival of a California 
steamer, will go into Wall street, to the offices of 


large bullion brokers of the city of New York. If | 


the bullion brokers, he will find large numbers of | 


emigrants going there and selling smaller sums of 
| bullion at a sacrifice of a dollar an ounce, because 
these bullion brokers are the only men who ina 
moment, asit were, can testthe value of gold dust. 
The humble depositor, or holder of gold from 
California, never wishing to part with the gold he 
has acquired in the mines or amid the sands, but 
as he has coin handed him in immediate return, 
anxious to hurry home to his wife and children, 
it may be to Illinois, Ohio, Maine, or elsewhere, 
puts up with the sacrifice of a dollar an ounce 
for his gold, rather than go to and return from 
Philadelphia, and await there the assay of his 
deposit. The profit of this is the profit of the 
bullion broker, and hence the efficient and pow- 
erful opposition of the bullion brokers of New 
York to a Mint in New York, to which the gen- 
tleman undoubtedly refers. 
Then it is also said by the honorable gentleman 


from Pennsylvania that there is no necessity for | 


a Mint in New York. 


Why, two thirds of your | 
revenue is collected there, and collected in coin, || 


under the Sub-Treasury act; and wherever such | 


| a revenue was thus collected, the irresistible con- 
clusion would seem to be, there should be the 
Mint. Again, nearly all the gold of Europe that 
comes to this country comes there too; and of the 
fifty millions and over coined in Philadelphia, all 
passes through New York. If, as was admitted, 


the cost of transportation to and fro was only | 


$25,000 per annum, the tax of $25,000 per an- 
num upon the country to keep a bauble in Phil- 
adelphia is an outrage at best. The real tax, 
however, is about one fourth of one per cent., a 
tax of $125,000 per annum. My authority for 
this is statements of the Chamber of Commerce 


of New York; but whatever be the tax, it is an | 


injury and an outrage to tax its bullion product, 


|, and mechanics were fighting peaceably for the su- 


only to enable Philadelphia to sport the bauble | 


of a Mint. 

It is said again, when the California Mint is 
established, it will do away all necessity for a 
Mintin New York. The request fora Mint in New 
York, sir, is no fresh request. o 
before an ounce of gold was brought from Cali- 
fornia; and because there—and there almost 
alone—first come the gold and coins of Europe, 
and of the South American States. i 
Peru, Chili, and Central America, have mines as 
well as California. The thousands and tens of 
thousands of immigrants are constantly bringing 
to New York foreign gold. We are reduced in 
the United States to almost the smallest possible 
amount of silver coin. We have little or no im- 
port of silver bullion; and one of the reasons is, 
that so bulky an article will not, in the competi- 
tion for it elsewhere, bear the additional expense 


| of coinage to and from New York and the Phila- | 


delphia Mint. New York, without a Mint, can- 
not compete with Mints in other parts of the 
world. 


branch of the subject; and that is, the declama- 


Mexico, | 


It was made long | 


_I have not time, however, to enlarge | 
= this subject, upon which I might address the | 
ouse to any length, but I proceed to another || 


tions which are constantly made azainst the cost | 


of the Mint in New York. It is whispered, mr 
| even declared, such is the rapacity of New York, 


| that if you once begin to establish a Mint there, | 


'| it will plunder millions and millions from the pub- 
i! lic ‘Treasury. 


|| from other parts of the United States. 
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bask the attention of the House to the nied 
section of the bill, which prescribes that no 


whatever sha!l be taken for the establishment of. 
Mint until the lot is secured, until the contra: a 
made for the building and the machinery—t), 
whole expenditure of which shall not COB Over 
$250,000. 1 might say to the House, if you yi 


allow the Mint to beestablished in New York the 
pickings and sequestrations adopted in the Phils. 
delphia Mint, and would confer on her the gejen 


Ly 


iorage proposed in Mr. Senator Hunver’s gj) ye 
bill, she would not ask one single cent at ali in 
the way of appropriations; but on the contyary. 
I think, would give you, as a premium, a cong’ 
erable sum. This cry of extravagance is oot ies 
altogether for effect, and it is a part and parce! a 
that system so studiously prepared here to crep:. 
prejudice against us, and to do injustice to the city 
of New York. The honorable gentleman fro 
Philadelphia was pleased to insinuate that Ney 
York had been plundering the ‘Freasury in Jaros 
appropriations time and again, and that she has 
been constantly begging and rapping at the doors 
of the Treasury for further plunder, in the form 
of steam contracts, &c.; and he added that this 
California gold, and gold from other parts of the 
world, have all been brought to New York by the 
munificence, of the Federal Government, and of 
Government contracts owned in New York. 
Ifthe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuayp- 
LER] had observed the course of the Representa. 
tives from New York in relation to the appropri- 
ations for the Collins line of steamers, with the 
usual vigilance which he gives to the business of 
| this House, he would have seen that no member 
from the city of New York rose to address thi 
House to make anything like a speech on the be. 
half of this line of steamers, and that the argu- 
| ments and general support of that measure came 
We had 
rival interests at home, and we respected them. 
We had millions of dollars invested in packet- 
ships, which this Collins line of steamers was cal- 
culated to injure, if not to destroy, and we were 
opposed to the principle of the thing. We did 
not believe that it was right in the Federal Treas- 
ury to build up one branch of commerce at the 
| expense of another. But owners of these lines 
of packet-ships, although they were making large 
| sacrifices out of their own pockets of $25,000 to 
| $50,000 per annum, asked and petitioned this 
House to vote this appropriation. Although it 
was against their interest, yet they asked this be- 
cause it was a contest with Old England for the 
mastery of the seas, and because it thus became 
a great national measure, in which they were 
| called upon to make sacrifices for the common 
good. It was not the battle of sword and saber, 
gun and bayonet, with Great Britain, but a battle 
of the workshops and founderies, of the ship- 
wrights and the trip-hammer, in which mechanism 


periority. They were on the side of their coun- 
try, and were willing to make the necessary sac- 
rifice to sustain the honor of their country. On 
that account I abandoned a principle which | 
highly cherished. I voted for that measure, as! 
would vote for a declaration of war against Great 
Britain, no matter what the sacrifice or cost might 
be, provided the honor or the highest interests of 
my country were concerned in such declaration. 
It was upon that principle that I voted, and that 
my constituents from New York, who were con- 
cerned in packet-ships, sent their petition here; ane 
so far from its being a cause of taunt to be alleged 
against us, it isa matter reflecting the very highest 
honor upon the large and small ship-owners of the 
city of New York, that they were all willing ‘ 
make this sacrifice, and concentrate this large 
amount of official patronage in the hands of one 
line of steamers, for the honor and glory of our 
common country ,—but to their own personal detri- 
ment and damage, if detriment or darmage there 
| can be when one sacrifices to one’s country the per 
sonal interest of theday and hour. Sir, our work- 
shops, our foundries, have won for you, and kept 
for you; under that appropriation, the mastery of 
the seas; and the iron-fisted men of the foundries 
and ship-yards have done as much for you 4s 
Hull, or Decatur, or Bainbridge, if not more. 
Mr. CARTTER. I wish toask the gentleman 
a single question, the reply to which will gover® 
| my vote. 
Mr. BROOKS. 


I cannot yield to the gentle- 
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I regret that [ have not time. 
from Pennsylvania says, also, that 


man. 
able gentleman ‘ 
lines of steamers to California have been ap- || 
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ss . = 7 
The honor- || jected?” and being put, it was decided in the neg- 


ative—yeas 69, nays 94; as follows: 
YEAS—Mesers. Charies Allen, 


ne Allison, Bibighans, 
ropriated by New Yorkers. Sir, those lines of Bragg, Busby, Joseph Cable, Chandler, Churchwell, Cling 
re - . = j ; sull - s ,eorge T s oO . 

I nenenitnal originally viven to New York. man, Cullom, Curtus, Ge wee r. Davis, John G. Davis, 

steamers , - 5 ae : Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, 

One of these contractors was A. G. Sloo, a resi- Edmundson, Evans, Fay, Ficklin, Florence, Thomas J. D. 


it of Indiana, | believe, and never a citizen of 
New York. The Second was Arnold B. Harris, 
of the State of Tennessee. Those contractors 
went all over the country, from New Orleans to 
Maine, soliciting and begging capitalists and 
others to take from them the contracts. Month 
afier month did they do this. New Orleans 
declined, Charleton declined, Baltimore and Bos- 
ton declined, Philadelphia did not accept, and at 
last, with great reluctance and unwillingness, these 
contracts were taken by New Yorkers,—Harris’s 
by Aspinwall & Co., and Sloo’s by Law, Rob- 
erts & Co.; and though taken by rich men, yet so 
ruinous and destructive were those contracts con- 
sidered to be, that, but for the unexpected discov- 
ery of gold in California, the takers of those 
contracts would have been ruined men, losing both 
capital and credit in the country. By the fortu- 
nate discovery of gold alone have they been able 
to maintain their positions among merchants, or 
to make any money for themselves. Théir credit 
at one time was shaken from top to bottom, and 
their contracts were hooted as worthless in the 
streets. I state these facts, sir, to show that New 
York is no eleemosynary beggar, no suppliant for 
alms at your door, buta benefactor to the country 
in risking at the time what other cities dare not 
risk. 

Sir, among five hundred thousand human beings 
there must be many criminals, many who would 
be guilty of ee or of wrong; but amid all the 
outcry raised against New York, nothing can be 
justly said against the public spirit, the love of 
country, the daring, and often self-sacrificing en- 
terprise of New York. She may bear herself 
sometimes too high, she may be too proud, she 
may be reckless even in her plans and conceptions, 
but she is no beggar within these portals. For 
every dollar ever voted her here, she has returned 
you ten thousand fold. Sir, we came to this Con- 
gress once and asked an appropriation to build a 
railroad across the Isthmus of Panama—a project 
for which, for three hundred years, all the na- | 
tions in ae had been dreaming, but dreaming 
in vain; but the two Houses of Congress refused 
to give usany appropriation whatever. Sir, what 
did we do? Did we decry this House and de- 
claim against it? Did we giveup? Did we de- 
spair? No, sir! no! Our merchants and me- 
chanics assembled in their counting-houses and 
workshops, and what Columbus was in pursuit 
of—a route to China—what Cortez had written of 
with enthusiasm in his admirable letters to Charles 
V.—what Franceand England and Spain had been 
talking of for three hundred years, some five or 
six men in New York resolved upon undertak- 
ing, and the work, they said, shall be done, with- | 
out the aid of a single copper from the Govera- 
ment. 

Sir, does a people like this deserve the imputa- 
tions cast by the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
California and Oregon were ours, but to be ours 
only upon condition that we reach and connect 
them by steam. My abused constituents under- 
took this great work of the age, which’ had 
filled all Europe with despair for three centuries, 


der 


and are achieving it, despite _— indifference 
and your frowns; and do such a people merit 
any one’s abuse? We have entered Nicaragua, 


too; connected San Juan with New York; es- 
tablished steamers on the river San Juan, and 
on Lake Nicaragua, and thus created competing 
lines with: California. Our private enterprise, 
without a cent of aid from you—nay, in despite 
of you, for your mail contracts cripple private 
enterprise to some extent—has thus linked the 
Atlantic to the Pacific States; and yet, because we 
ask for a Mint, and feel restive under a heavy tax 
paid by us to enable Philadelphia to keep her 
plaything of a Mint, the honorable member from 
that city has seen fit to indulge himself as he has 
in this debate. 

Sir, the clock tells me to stop short here, just 
as the subject for debate is enfoldine itself to my 
mind. No more to be the victim of a Parliament- 
ary sleight-of-hand, I stop short here, in order 
to have a vote before the morning hour expires. 
The question then was, ‘Shall the bill be re- || 


Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Hammond, 
Harpér, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Hillyer, Holladay,J. W. Howe, T. M. Howe, Jackson, John 
Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Letch 
er, Mann, Mason, McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, Mill 
son, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Orr, Andrew Parker, 
Powell, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Skelton, Benjamin Stan 
ton, St. Marti, Stratton, Toombs, Tuck, Venable, Walsh, 
Wildrick, Williams, and Woodward—69. 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, William Appleton, Ashe, 
Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, Bennett, Bowie, Bowne, 
Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Bur 
rows, Caidweil, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Chapman, Chastain, Cobb, Darby, Dean, Dockery, Dur 
kee, Edgerton, Floyd, Freeman, Gaylord, Goodrich, Gor- 
man, Grey, Hall, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Henn, Hib 
bard, Horstord, Houston, Thomas Y. low, Ingersoll, Lves, 
Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Little, Lockhart, Martin, Meacham, 
Miner, Molony, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Outlaw, 
Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Preston, Price, Richard 
son, Robie, Robinson, Russell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schootcraft, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Origen 3. 
Seymour, Smart, Smith, Snow, Stanly, Frederick P. Stan 
ton, Richard H. Staaton, Abraham P. Stephens, Alexander 
H. Stephens, Stone, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurs 


| ton, Walbridge, Ward, Watkins, Weich, Wells, and Wil 


cox—94. 

So the House refused to reject the bill. 

Pending the call of the roll on the above vote, 

Mr. SCURRY stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Grow, he being in favor of the bill and 
Mr. Grow opposed to it. 

[A message was received from the Senate of the 
United States, by the hands of Aspury Dicxkrns, 
Esq., its Secretary, announcing that the Senate 
had passed sundry bills.) 

The bill was then read a second time by its 
taile. . 

Mr. BROOKS. The question now is upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and upon that [ demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
been demanded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Well, sir, have I not a 
right to submit the motion to refer? 

‘The SPEAKER. The previous question, ora 
demand for it, cuts off a motion to commit. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the bill 

rossed ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not yet been 
ordered to be engrossed, and therefore that is a 
question which cannot arise at this stage of the 
proceedings. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to have 
things done in a disorderly manner, that is all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Brooks,] having reported the bill, is 
entitled, by every rule of fairness and courtesy, to 
take charge of it in its progress through the 
House. He has moved the previous question, 
and it has been sustained. No motion is therefore 
in order but a motion to adjourn or to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
laid upon the table: 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


been en- 


I move that the bill be 


Upon that motion I call 


Mr. BROOKS. Has the morning hour ex- 
ired ? 
TheSPEAKER. It has not. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Goone- 
now’s motion, and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 78, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charlies Allen, Allison, Averett, David 
J. Bailey, Beale, Bibighaus, Bragg, Busby, Joseph Cable, 
Lewis D. Campbetl, Chandler, Coicock, Curtis, George T. 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Fay, 
Ficklin, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Hammond, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Hillyer, Holla 
day, John W. liowe, Thomas M. Howe, Jackson, Andrew 


| Johnson, John Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 


Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Mason, McLanahan, McMullin, 
MeNair, Millson, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, More 
head, Morrison, Orr, Andrew Parker, Powell, Robbins, Ross, 
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Savage, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, St. Martin, Stratton, 
Toombs, Townshend, Tack, Venable, Wallace, Waish, 
Alex. White, Wildrick, Williams, and VW oodward—7s8. 

NAYS--Messrs. Abercrombie, Wiilis Allen, William 
Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlet, Bennert, 
Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Burrows, Caldwell, Thompson Camphell, Chapman, Chas 
tan, Churchwell, Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Conger, Darby, 
Dean, Edgerton, Floyd, Freeman, Gaylord, Gentry, Good 
rich, Gorman, Grey, Hart, Haws, Haseall, Haven, Hib 
bard, Horstord, Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. Hew, In 
gersoll, Ives, Jenkins, James Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Landry, Little, Lockhart, 
Martin, Meacham, Miner, Molony, Murray, Nabers, New 
fon, Olds, Outlaw, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Preston, 
Price, Richardson, Robie, Robinson, Russell, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Sechoonmaker, David L. Sey 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Smith, Snow, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stephens, Alexander H. Stephens, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Thurston, Walbridge, Ward, Watkins, 
Welch, Wells, and Wileox—96. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I"moveto proceed to 
the business on the Speaker's table, and, im that 
connection, | move that the rules be suspended 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the 
main question to be now put on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. That is 
the order of the House, which, the Chair thinks, 
must be executed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I suppose the order of the 
House has reference to the class of busmess. If 
the class of business is confined to the morning 
hour, I suppose the order of the House has refer- 
ence to that time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
main question having been ordered to be now put, 
it overrides all other business and motions, ex- 
cept a motion to lay on the table, or to adjourn. 
You cannot even move a call of the House during 
the pendency of the previous question, according to 
the universal practice of the Eohe. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to move a call 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Neither can any other mo- 
tion intervene, when the House has ordered the 
main question to be now put. The question is 
upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. VENABLE. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 87, nays 89; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willie Allen, William 
Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, Bennett, 
Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Bur 
rows, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Chapman, Clark, 
Cobb, Conger, Darby, Dean, Doty, Floyd, Freeman, Gay 
lord, Gentry, Goodrich, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hart, Haws, 
Hascall, Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Horsford, Howard, 
Thomas ¥Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Robert W. 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Little, Lockhart, Martin, Meacham, Miner, Moleny, Mur 
ray, Nabers, Olds, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Preston, Rich 
ardson, Riddle, Robie, Robinson, Russell, Sackett, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, D. L. Seymour, 0. 8 
Seymour, Smart, Smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Alexander H 
Stephens, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurston, 
Walbridge, Ward, Wells, and Wilcox—#7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Averett, Beale, 
Bragg, Briggs, Busby, Joseph Cabie, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clemens, Clingman, Col 
cock, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Dockery, 
Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fay, 
Ficklin, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Hammond, Har 
per, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Hillver, Holladay, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, & 
George W. Jon(s, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Landry, 
Letehber, Mann, Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, MeMullin, 
MeNuair, Millson, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, More 
head, Morrison, Murphy, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew 
Parker, Porter, Powell, Reed, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Skel 
ton, Benjamin Stanton, St. Martin, Swatton, Toombs 
Townshend, ‘Tuck, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, 
Weich, Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, and Y ates—#? 


Upon that 1 demand the 


Pending the call of the roll on the above vote, 
Mr. EVANS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Sranty. 
Mr. MARSHALL, when his name was called, 
said I should be glad to explain the reason why i 
| vote against this bill. 
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The SPEAKER. It can only be done by the 

unanimous consent of the House. 
Mr. HART. I object. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I intend to vote against | 


it, as did the whole of the New York delegation | 


against a provision in the California Mint bull. 
[Cries of ‘ Order.”’] 


So the House refused to order the bill to be en- | 


grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I rise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. DAWSON. Lrise to a privileged question. 
I movo that the vote last taken be reconsidered, 
and that the motion to reconsider do lie upon the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brices] was first recog- 
nized by the Chair, after the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, (Mr. Hovusron.} 

Mr. DAWSON. Then am I 
the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York was certainly the first to rise to a privileged 
question after the gentleman from Alabama was 
recognized, and, indeed, almost simultaneously 
with that gentleman. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Is it not in order to move 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The morning hour having ex- 
pired, I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the question on laying the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

Mr. STUART. How did the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. FLorence] get the floor from 
the gentleman from New York, to submit that 
motion? 

The SPEAKER. 
York had yielded the floor, at least so the Chair 
atddielal, If the gentleman from New York 


not entitled to 


says that he had not yielded the floor, he has a 


Then I makethat motion. | 


The gentleman from New | 


I move that the rules be 





right to address the Elouse. 

Mr. BRIGGS. 
my only object was to move to reconsider the 
vote by which the third reading of the bill was 
defeated, and also to call for the regular order of 
business. That was my object, but Ido not wish 
that the motion to reconsider should come up to- 
day. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion ofthe gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Houston] isstrictly in order, 
and that is, that the House proceed to the business 
on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does that motion 
take precedence of the privileged motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was defeated? I 
think that if the motion had been made yesterday 
to reconsider—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is right, and the motion to reconsider is a 
privileged motion which must be putto the House. 

Mr. DAWSON. The gentleman from New 
York is not now upon the floor, and I move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will recollect 
that the gentleman from New York was arrested 
while on the floor by the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If! recollect aright, 


I will state to the House, that 


the gentleman from New York stated that his | 


only object was to make a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. So he did. 

Mr. JONES. And then to call for the regular 
order of business. The gentleman stated that he 
did not intend to make a speech. 

The SPEAKER. That is the correct history 
of the case. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Briggs] as submitting the 
motion to reconsider that it might go over til! to- 
morrow. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Dawson] rises and insists on its considera- 
tion now, which he has a right to do under the 
rules. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georvia. 
co of order. 
t 


I rise to a 


I understand the Chair to hold | 
nat this question of reconsideration overrides || mission to the defeat of the Mint bill. 








, man, Coleock, Curtis, Darby, George T. Davis, John G. | 
Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Dockery, Dunham, Eastman, | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








every other business. It is with that view that I 
rise. The question of reconsideration is a privi- 


leged question that can be made and entered, but | 


the consideration of it does not override other 
business. 


The SPEAKER. The language of the rule is 


substantially that it shall take precedence of every || 


other business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is not the language 
of the rule, that even when a motion to reconsider 
has been passed over for a day, any member may 
call it up at any time? - 

TheSPEAKER. That is the rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS. That is true; but it can 
override only the business of the morning hour. 
The question of reconsideration grows out of the 
business of the morning hour, and may override 
all the business of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
is certainly in error with regard to the practice 
under that rule. The motion to reconsider is so 
highly privileged as to override all other business. 
The 56th rule is as follows: 

‘¢ When a motion has been once made and carried in the 
affirmative or negative, it shall be in order for any member 
of the majority to move fora reconsideration thereof on the 
same or succeeding day ; and such motion shall take pre- 
cedence ofall other motions except a motion to adjourn, 
and shallnot be withdrawn after the said succeeding day 
without the consent of the House, and thereafter any mein- 
ber may call it up for consideration.”’ 


, || 
The rule is very clear, and the practice of the || 


House has been equally clear. 
Mr. HOUSTON, I want to ask one question. 


I understand the practice under that rule, and the | 


rule to be, that a motion to reconsider is a privi- 


leged motion; but can its consideration be insisted | 


on so as to take the floor from me? I had the 
floor before the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Briaes.] = 
The SPEAKER. *The rule is very express, 
and the practice under it hasbeen uniform. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I understood that I was rec- 


ognized by the Chair, and the gentleman from | 


New York took the floor from me to make the 
motion to reconsider. Now, the point which I 
wish to present is, whether the motion to recons 
sider can take the floor from me and keep me from 
it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it 
does. The motion submitted by the gentleman 
from Alabama was not a debatable one, and there- 
fore he could not retain the floor. 


under it. It has been uniform. 
The question now being upon Mr. Dawson’s 


motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
| 


table, 
Mr. ROBBINS demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then put, and it was decided | 


in the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Charles Allen, Allison, Averett, Beale, || 


Bragg, George H. Brown, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caskie, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clemens, Cling- 


Faulkner, Fay, Ficklin, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Hammond, 


| Harper, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 


Hillyer, Holladay, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Jack- 


| son, Andrew Jolmson, James Johnson, John Johnson, 


George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Landry, Letch- 
er, Mann, Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, McMullin, Mc- 
Nair, Meade, Millson, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, 
Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Par- 
ker, Porter, Powell, Reed, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Skelton, 


Senjamin Stanton, St. Martin, Stratton, Toombs, Towns- | 


hend, Tuck, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, 
Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, and Yates—91. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, William 
Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, Bennett, 
Bowie, Bowne, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, Thompson Camp- 


bell, Chapman, Cobb, Conger, Dean, Doty, Duncan, Ed- | 


gerton, Floyd, Freeman, Gaylord, Gentry, Grey, Hall, 
Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Horstord, 


Houston, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Rob- | 


ert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston 
King, Little, Lockhart, Martin, Meacham, Miner, Molony, 


Murray, Olds, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Price, Rich- | 


ardson,Robie, Russell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 


Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Smart, Snow, Freder- | 


ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Ste- 
phens, Alexander H. Stephens, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweet- 
ser, Taylor, Thurston, Walbridge, Ward, Wells, and Wil- 


| cox—83. 


So the motion to reconsider was ordered to lie 
upon the table. 


Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I bow with sub- 





The Chair has | 


no doubt about the force of the rule, or the practice 
} 





Mr. FLORENCE. Thereis nothing like Chrg. 
tian resignation and humility. . 

Phe question then recurred upon the motion to 
go to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table; and being taken, the motion was 
not agreed to. 

‘The question then recurred upon the Motion to 
suspend the rules, and go into the Committ 
the Whole on the state of the Union; and 
taken, it was agreed to. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, here reported as correctly enrolled the 
following bills; which received the signature of 
the Speaker, viz: 

An act for the relief of Nathan Weston, late 
additional paymaster in the United States Army. 

An act for the relief of Ann C. Belknap: ; 
An act for the relief of Mrs. Abigail Stafford. 

and 

An act for the relief of Francis P. Gardner. 

The rules accordingly were suspended, and the 
| House resolved itself into the Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Browy, 

of Mississippi, in the chair.) 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the business he. 
fore the@ommittee was the consideration of House 
bill No. 335, ‘* to supply deficiencies in the appro. 
priations for* the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30th, 1853.”’ The pending question beiys 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York fMr. Haven] to add, as an additional section 
| of the bill, the following: 

‘¢ For paper used, and to be used for printing for the Sen. 
ate, for the first session of the Thirty-second Congress, 
$13,234 40. 

‘* For paper used, and to be used for printing for the House 
of Representatives, for the first session of the Thirty-se 
ond Congress, $16,411 50. 

‘© For paper for the printing of the two Houses of Congress, 
for the second session of the Thirty-second Congress, being 
for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853, $104,064, 

“For compensation to the Superintendent of Public 
| Printing, and the two clerks and messenger in his office, 
$4,376 33. 

‘For blank books, advertising for proposals for paper, 
postage, &c., $1,550.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the amendment 
of my friend from New York to be based upon 
estimates sent here by the Superintendent of the 
| Public Printing. These estimates were not referred 

to the Committee on Ways and Means, and have 
| not been before that committee. My impression, 

however, from conversation with the Superintend- 
| ent, and from the explanation of the gentleman 
from New York himself, is, that the amendment 
ought to pass. [understand there is no paper upon 
which the balance of the public printing can be 
done for this year unless the appropriation be 
|| made. 





ee of 
being 


‘The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. VENABLE. I have an amendment which 
| I desire to offer. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the gentleman to 
allow the amendments which have been reported 
by the Committee on Ways and Means to be 
first disposed of, 

Mr. VENABLE. 
the floor. 

The following amendments, reported from the 
Committee on Ways and Means, were then read 
by the Clerk, and severally agreed to, viz: 


Page 3, after line sixty-four, insert: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
comply with the resolution of the House of Representatives 
| passed on the 22d of December, 1852, to pay John &. Lit- 
| tell per diem and mileage while contesting the seat of Jobn 
| Robbins, junior, during the Thirty-first Congress, 32.376; 
to pay Hendrick B. Wright per diem and mileage while 
contesting the seat of Henry M. Fuller during the Thirty 
second Congress, $1,929 20; to pay John Taliaferro per 
diem and mileage while contesting the seat of John P. 
Hungerford during the Twelfth Congress, $222. 

For salary of an assistant dragoman and secretary to the 
legation to Turkey, $1,500: Provided, That said office be 
discontinued on and after the 30th day of June, 1853. : 

For extra clerk hire and copying, in the Department of 
State, $2,000. i 

For clerk hire, office rent, fucl, lights, and stationery, for 
the Superintendent of Indian Affairs in Oregon, $2.400. 

For traveling expenses of Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs in Oregon, and agents therein, $2,000. . 

For general incidental expenses of the Indian service 1" 

the Territory of Utah, $12,000. , 
| For payment of the second of ten instailments, in prov!s 
ions, merchandise, &c., and the transportation of the same 
to certain tribes of Indians, per seventh article of the treaty 
of Fort Laramie, of 17th of September, 1551, $60,000 : 
|| Provided, That the same shall not be paid until the said 
|| tribes of Indians shall have assented to the amendments of 
i the Senate of the United States to the above-recited trealy. 


I will yield the gentleman 
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1853. 


For the service of the Post ¢ \ffice Department, a sum not 
’ it . : 

ling 2505,000, to supply a deficiency in the revenues 
4 Henartinent, to meet the appropriations theretor, for 


|| claim of Mr Cooper can now be paid, the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation made in 1815 having been loug 

since carried to the surplus fund. A reappropriation by Con 

gress will be necessary before the claim can be admitted. 
The papers you left with me are herewith returned. 


7 i Depa 
the year od. ; A | 
rTrory" y r vr j 

Mr. HOU STON. I now offer the following, | Ihave the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
) is the last reported by the Committee on || dient servant, A. O. DAYTON, 

' To the Hon. Natuan T. Stratron, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is my friend satisfied? 

Mr. DUNHAM. No, sir; I think the point of 
order is still good. I think the case is in the na- 
ture of a private claim. 

Mr. CARTBER. Then I will ask for the read- 
ing of a letter from the Secretary of the Navy in 
addition. 

The letter was read, as follows: 
| Navy DePaRTMENT, September 27, 1850 

Sir: Your letter of the 25th instant, addressed to the 
Secretary of War, has been referred to this Department. 
In reply, | have the honor to inform you, that on the 3d 
March, 1815, Congress passed an act “ for the relief of sun 
‘dry persons in the service of the United States, in conse 
‘quence of the destruction of their tools by fire at the navy 
‘ yard in Washington,” and on the 30th June, 1834, an act 
was passed ‘* for the relief of the heirs and legal represent 
atives of John Rose, senior, deceased,”’ authorizing com 
pensation for his property destroyed by fire at said navy 
yard, in 1814. The law of 9th April, 1816, authorizing pay 
ment for property lost, &c., also provides for claiins of the 
above character. 

The Department is unable to inform you what payments 
have been made under the laws above referred to. 

I am, very respectfully, &c., 

| WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 
Hon. A. R. Hay, House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman still 
insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. DUNHAM No, sir; I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CARTTER. Mr. Chairman, those gen- 
tlemen of the committee who have paid attention 
to the reading of these communications have 
ascertained the fact, from competent authority, 
that the amendment | have proposed is covered by 
existing laws, and that the reason why the claim 
has not been liquidated long ago by the Depart- 
ment is, because there was no appropriation out 
of which it could be paid. 

Mr. Chairman, I will add nothing further in 
reference to this matter, save that | have no in- 

| terest, not even that of the relation of represent- | 
ative and constituent, in this claim. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I understand 

| the gentleman to say that this is a case which is 
covered by the provisions of existing law. 

The Department does not state in these papers 
any knowledge of the correctness of this claim. 

W here is the evidence that this is a lawful claim ? 


The Department says, merely, that the law of 


The effect of that provision was, that all the ap- | March 3d, 1815, provides for cases of this char- 
propriations coming under this restriction, were | acter 


carried tothe surplus fund; andthe Departmentnow || “ie GARTTER. I do not so underst Lit 
estimates for these amounts as absolutely neces- Mr. STEPHENS The ie ae e ao 
sary to meet the outstanding liabilities, under the || },.5 was sustained by Mr Coo al ee 
various heads of appropriation. These moneys || "ie STRATTON. "a eae — hands the 


would have been used in this way, t y i , ome 
“ ~ 8 way, but for this || claim, as approved by the Department. The only 
tenth section of the civil and diplomatic bill, which || 5); oni ras that ti ropriat ade for ti 
. ats | k . t tk T a I | oO ye 10n Was na he appropria ion made tor the 
carried them back into the Treasury. made a ae oo | ~ A 
De eae me, * payment of this claim had been transferred to the 
very thorough examination into these items, and cos . : ae 
¥ Gaisk thew ate ul sidiiaee os Ue eneniaal ¢ surplus fund. I ask that the affidavits which | 
7. we provided tor. || send to the Clerk’s table may be read. 


The question was then taken upon the amend- r P 
They were read, as WS: 
ment, and it was agreed to. ~~ me A Sees 


Mr. CARTTER. I offer the following amend- | State of New Jersey, Camden county, ss: 
| 
| 
| 


whi 
Ways and Means: 
For the reappropriation of the following sums, carried to | 
the surplus fund per warrant number seven, dated 20th of 
£3 onte mbers 1852, under the provisions of the tenth section 
a the ct eatitied “An act making appropriations for the 
sivil and diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
oar ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes,”’ 
a yroved 3lstof August, 1852, to be applied to the payment 
os all expenses incurred prior to the first day of July, 1852, 
under the following heads, viz: : 
For military stations on route to Oregon, $3,203. 
For secret service money in Mexico, $19,514 50. 
ror Mexican hostilities, $10,569 06. 
I 
I 








contingencies of the Army, $1,804 75. 

‘or transportation, supplies, &c., in Quartermaster’s De- | 
partment, $18,952 35. | 
” Por pay of Florida militia, on account of Quartermas- 
ter’s Department, $4,537 08. 

For repressing Seminole hostilities, $264 43. 

Por arrearages prior to the year L817, 8467 17. 

For arrearages of pay due Florida militia, under General | 
Read, $7,241 93. 
For traveling allowance to volunteers, $118,204 44. | 
For pay of Louisiana and Texas volunteers, 218,060 49. 
For pay of ten regiments of regular troops, $8,547 51. 
For pay of volunteers under resolution of the 8th of Au- 
ust, 1846, 87,153 17. 
For pay of eleven regiments of volunteers, $26,998 69. 
For pay of volunteers, $68,157 73. 
For three months’ extra pay, $200,000. 
For services of private physicians, $130 27. 
For pay of Florida militia on account of subsistence, 
039 39 | 
For subsistence of ten regiments of regular troops, 
S684 86. 

for subsistence of 
23914 80. 

For improvement of the Genesee river, S176 10. 

For removing obstructions at harbor of Cleveland, Ohio, 
S145 69. 

Fur sea-wall at Buffalo Creek, 2349 05. 

For harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio, $42 64. 

For harbor at Milwaukie, Wisconsin, 3163 94. 

or repairs of roads, &c., for armies in the 
$5,397 05. 

For surveys with armies in the field, $496 40. | 

For survey from the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean, 
$5,000. | 


Mr. HOUSTON. The amounts appropriated | 
by this amendment, are all reappropriations, and 
are fully explained in miscellaneous document 
No. 8, from the Departments, of this session. The 
tenth section of the civil and diplomatic bill of the 
last session of Gongress, directed that all moneys 
which had been standing upon appropriation two 
years should be carried to the surplus fund, or in 
other words carried back again into the Treasury. 


& 


eleven regiments of volunteers, 


field, | 





Before me, the subscriber, one of the justices of the 
ment: d 


peace in and for said county, personally appeared John L. 
For the payment of the amount due to John L.. Cooper, || Cooper, of said county and State, who, being conscien 
for property destroyed by the burning of the navy-yard in || tiously scrupulous of taking an oath, on his solemn affirm- 
the city of Washington, in the year 1814, the amount to be || ation, saith, that he resided at the city of Washington in 
ascertained by the proper accounting ofticer of the Treas- |! 
ury, the suin of 8750. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a point of order. 
This is a private claim. If we undertake to put 
such private claims upon the deficiency bill, we 
shall never see the end of it. 


the year A. D. 1814; that he was amechanic, and worked 
in the *‘ navy-yard at that place, in the employ and service 
of the United States;’’ at the trade and business of mill- 
wrighting, and thathe helped in building one “ steam saw 
milland one block-mill ;”? that he worked under John Rose, 
| who was the boss workman in the building of said mills 
in the navy-yard aforesaid, and that while thus engaged in 

. AR’ "y caf oe : the service of the United States, atthe navy-yard aforesaid, 

It Mr. CARTTER. This ” not a private claim. || he had the misfortune of having the whole of his tools, 
tis & proper item for a deficiency bill; and if the || which he used in his occupation as aforesaid, destroyed by 
gentleman had waited until the following commu- || the fire at the navy-yard, in Washington, in ufe year afore 
nication had been read, he would have seen that || said; which said tools consisted of a complete set of mill 


it was. ; : is aint wim | wright tools, together with one good turning-lathe and vice, 
would h nue claim is recognized by law ’ and || all new, and in the very best cqndition, of the value of $225, 
uid Nave been paid by the Depa: tment long ago || allof which was of use, and necessary in his work and 


but for the fact that there was no appropriation. I || trade about said mills. 
send the communication to the Clerk’s desk, and And that deponent has not at any time since received any 


ask that it be read. compensation from the Government (or otherwise) for said 
It we d by the Clerk foll || loss, neither did deponent know, until recently, that Con- 
as read by the Ulerk, as follows, || gress had made any provision for the sufferers in conse- 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, ? || quence of said fire. 
Fourts Avprror’s Orrice, Jan. 29, 1852. § JOHN L. COOPER. 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you, in reply to inquiries Affirmed and subscribed before me, this 27th day of Jan 
made at this office a day or two since, that the case of John || wary, A. D. 1851. EDWARD TURNER, 


L, Cooper is covered by the act of March 3d, 1815, referred 
to In _the letter of the Secretary of the Navy to the Hon. 
Mr. Hay, but the other acts mentioned in the same letter 
are not applicable. 

here is n6 appropriation, however, out of which the 


Justice of the Peace. 


State of Pennsylvania, Montgomery county, ss: 
On the 16th day of January, A. D. 1852, before me, the 
subscriber, one of the justices of the peace in and for the 
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said county, personally appeared Gainor Kuight, of said 


uary, A. D. 1859. ALGERNON &. JENKINS, 


| word ** for,’’ in the second line, inclusive, and to 


wae oes) ol ls 


county and State, who, being conscientiously scrupulous of 
taking an oath, on her solemn affirmation, saith, that che is 
cousin to John L. Cooper, named in the annexed affidavit, 
and that she is well acquainted with the whole of the cir 
cumstances set forth in the said affidavit, the whole of 
which she believes to be true, from having had @ personal 
knowledge of the whole transaction, as set forth in the said 
affidavit, she being resident in the city of Washington at 
the time set forth in said affidavit. 
her 
GAINOR * KNIGHT. 
mark. 
Affirmed and subscribed before me, this 1éth dav of Jan 


Justice of the Peace. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thatamendment clearly ought 
not to pass in the form in which the gentleman 
has presented it. It is very possible that an ap- 
fe renee ought to be made, to meet this claim, 
mut surely it ought not to pass in the form in which 
he has offered it; because you authorize the pay- 
ment of money upon testimony which is not such 
as the Depariment ought to have. 

Mr. CARTTER. It is to be paid upon the 
ascertainment of the Department that it is due. 

Mr. DUNHAM. But if thatamount of money 
18 appropriated for that particular purpose, the 
Department will be bound by it. 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Meape] is preparing an amendment, 
which I have no doubt will be accepted. 

Mr. CARTTER.,. I have no desire that an 
amendment should pass which will at all foreclose 
the discretion of the Department. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. CARTTER. But I understand the amend- 
ment will not have that effect as it is. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think it will. 

Mr. MEADE. I offer as an amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out, commencing with the 
words *‘ after payment,’’in the first line, to the 


So I suppose. 


insert the words ‘* payment of such sums as may 
be due to individuals, under the act of March 3d, 
1815, for property destroyed.’’ 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not know as I appre- 
hend the amendment correctly, but if | do, | am 
willing to accept it. Will the Clerk read the 
amendment as proposed to be amended by the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

The amendment was accordingly read, as fol- 
lows: d 

For the payment of such sums as may be due to individ 
uals under the act of March 3d, 1815, and 9th April, ISI6, 
for property destroyed by burning of the navy yard in the 
city of Washington, in the year 1814, the amount to be as 


certained by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, 
the sum of 8750. 


Mr. CARTTER. I accept the amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the amendment as modified, and it was agreed 
to. ‘ 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE OF JACKSON, 

Mr. VENABLE. I 
which I send to the table. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


offer an amendment, 


For the purpose of completing the pedestal of the eques 
trian statue of Andrew Jackson, in Lafayette square, and 
the erection of a suitable tron railing around the same, 
#3000. 


Mr. VENABLE said: There was an appro- 
priation made at the last session of $5,000 for the 
purpose of making a pedestal to the Jackson 
statue. That appropriation has been expended, 
and it has fallen short, as the finishing of the 
pedestal will exceed $5,000. I have taken the 
pains, this morning, to have an estimate made by 
competent persons of the sum necessary to finish 
the pedestal, and put an iron railing around it. 
The $3,000 proposed by this amendment will ac- 
complish it. Itisa deficiency in the appropria- 
tion made last year which was not 
finish the pedestal. The work is now in an un 
finished state, and [ propos« this appropriation for 
the purpose of completing ‘t. 

Mr. STANLY. If that amendment isin order, 
I desire to move an amendment to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. STANLY. Then 
ment to the Clerk’s table. 

The amendment was as follows: 


enouch to 


I send up an amend 


To aid in the completion of the monument being erected 
by the Washington Monumental 
groundsin Washington, $20,000. 


| Mr. VENABLE. I cannot vote for the amend- 
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ment of my colleague. I do notthink his amend- 
ment germane to mine; nor do I think there is 
any law for erecting the Washington monument, 
under which he can bring in this amendment as a 
deficiency. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Alabama raises a question of order, the Chair will 
decide it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I raise the point that the 
amendment is notin order. It is not an appro- 
priation for a work authorized by law, and it is 
no. a deficiency. 

Mr. STANLY. There is no law directing the 
statue of Jackson to be carried on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venasie} states that there was an 
appropriation of $5,000 last year for completing 
the pedestal of the Jackson statue, which was in- 
sufficient for that purpose, and he asks for an ad- 
ditional appropriation of $3,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. If, as I understand the Chair 
to say, all appropriations relating to appropria- 


tions hitherto made, are deficiencies, such items | 


will swell this bill up to a very large amount. I 
do not understand that to be the rule of this House, 


and to that point | wish to direct the attention of 


the Chair. This is not to supply a deficiency in 
any appropriation law. It is legislating upon a 
subject upon which legislation has already taken 
place, but that does not make itadeficiency. That 
is not enough by any means. I call the attention 
of the Chair to the point, in order that it may be 
decided. The appropriation of $5,000, at the 
last session, was a mere gift, and I was glad to see 
it; and if this amendment is in order as a defi- 
ciency, | want to go a little further, and do some- 
thing for some other good object, besides the one 
which my colleague has at heart. 

The CHAIRMAN. The distinction between 
the two cases, the Chair would remark, is this: 
the amendment of the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Venasue] refers to a work for 
which Congress made an appropriation last year. 
Congress took cognizance of the subject, and made 
an appropriation for it. So there is existing au- 
thority of law. The gentleman now says that 
the appropriation was insufficient. Whether it 
was or was not sufficient is a question for the 
House to decide. The Chair simply holds that, 
such being the case, the amendment of the gentle- 


man from North Carolina [Mr. Venasve} is in || 


order. 

So far as the Washington monument is con- 
cerned, the Chair does not understand that Con- 

ress has ever taken any direction of it atall, or 
closed in regard to it, or made any appropria- 
tion for it. And it is for these reasons that the 
Chair decides that the las$ amendment, or the 
amendment to the amendment, is not in order. 
An amendment is not in order at all, unless it is 
based upon some legislation of Congress. 

Mr. STANLY. That is not the rule of the 
House. I wish the Chair would turn to that rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not very 
familiar with the rules, he admits, and will have 
the 81st rule read. 

The rule was read, as follows: 


«* No appropriation shall be rep$rted in such general ap- 
ropriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
‘or any expenditure not previously authorized by law, un 

less in continuation of appropriations for such public werks 
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Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?”’ it 
was put, and on a count there were—ayes 75, noes 
40; no quorum voting. 


Mr. STANLY. I call for tellers. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I shall vote 
strictly according to my understanding of the rule 
in this case. ‘The fact that there has been an ap- 


propriauion for this work does not bring it within | 
The rule provides for deficiencies in | 


that rule. 
appropriations for public works in any one of the 
Departments of Government. This is a private, 
and not a public work. 
sition very willingly under other circumstances, 
but we must adhere to our rules. 

Mr. ORR. 
from Georgia that thif is a public work. 


ment the public grounds. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


spot. 
The CHAIRMAN. No question of order is 
pending with reference to the amendment submit- 


ted by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
VENABLE. } 


Mr. FLORENCE. The lettering on the ped- | 


estal is a disgrace to the nation, as every one who 
has seen it will admit. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Which of the amendments | 


is to be disposed of under the question of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again 
state the question, and hopes that gentlemen will 
listen. ‘The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


Sran.y]} submitted an amendment to the amend- | 
ment of his colleague, (Mr. Venasie,] for the | 


appropriation of $20,000 to aid in the erection of 
the Washington monument, which the Chair has 
decided to be out of order. from that decision 
the gentleman took an appeal, and the question 


now is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as | 


the judgment of the House?”’ 

Mr. STEPHENS. [I rise, then, to a question 
of order upon the first amendment. I was labor- 
ing under a mistake. I thought the point of order 
was made on the appropriation for the Jackson 
equestrian statue. 

The CHAIRMAN. One point of order must 
be decided before another can be considered. 

The question was put, and, on a division, there 
were 75 in favor of sustaining the decision of the 
Chair, and 45 opposed to it. 

Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Harris of Tennessee, and 
McNair, were appointed. 

The question was then put, *‘ Shall the decision 


| of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Com- 


and objects as are already in progress, and for the contingen- | 
cies for carrying on the several departments of the Govern- 


ment.”’ 


Mr. STANLY. That 
amendment of my colleague in order because Con- 
gress has taken action upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 


that the first proposition is in order, but that the | 


second one is not. 
Mr. STANLY. 
decision. 
Mr. STUART. I desire to hear the amend- 
moat read before the question is taken on the ap- 
eal. 
, The amendment offered by Mr. Venasie, and 
the amendment offered thereto by Mr. Sranty, 
were read, as above inserted. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment to the amendment is not inorder, 
and from that decision the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranty] takes an appeal. 
The question being, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 


I take an appeal from that | 


does not make the | 


599 


mittee?’’ and the tellers reported—ayes 82, noes 
not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I rise toa question of order. 

Mr. STANLY. 
appeal from the decision of the Chair that the 
amendment of my colleague [Mr. VENABLE] is in 
order, I desire to offer an amendment to that 
amendment. The amendment is as follows: 


And this appropriation is made not only in honor of | 


General Jackson’s military services, but also because of his 
devotion to the Union, exhibited in his patriotic opposition 
to nullification and secession. 


Mr. STEPHENS. [raise the point, now, that || 


it is not in order for the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venasie] to offer an amendment 
appropriating money for the Jackson monument 
to this bill; and I make that point, not because I 
am opposed to the object contemplated, but that 
the rules of this Housé may be maintained. As 
I understood the gentleman, he stated that there 
was an appropriation made last year for this mon- 
ument, and that, because that appropriation was 


deficient, he could attach this amendment, under | 


the rules, to this bill. Our rules declare that pro- 
visions for deficiencies in appropriations for public 
works shall be in order to the general appropri- 
ation bills. This was not a public work. 

Mr. STUART. To what rule does the gen- 
tleman refer ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
eighty-one. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right 


I believe that its number is 


| in his statement of the rule; but the Chair holds 


that, inasmuch as Congress made the appropria- 


tion for erecting the pedestal, and inasmuch as it | 
| was erected at the public expense, it is a public 


work. The gentleman’s amendment does not 


1 would favor the propo- | 


1 would. suggest to the gentleman | 
It was | 
placed in the center of Lafayette square to orna- | 


It was author- | 
ized by a law of Congress to be placed on that | 


Before the gentleman takes an | 


make an appropriation for the stat 
pedestal which was erected by authori 
gress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I beg to call 11 
attention of the Chair to the fact, that wh, - 
gentleman from North Carolina {[Mr. V 


e, but the 
ty of Cop. 


1€N the 


. ‘ ENAR 
submitted his amendment, the question of onde 
was made upon it, that the Chair decided 


amendment to be in order, that that decision y 
acquiesced in, and that the mover of the pro be 
tion then made his speech. _ 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman from Tenn 
see is mistaken. I stated, that if the Chair decid.a 
the amendment to be in order, I would offer 
one I have as an amendment to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the re 
of the Chair. 

Mr. STANLY. Before that question w; 
cided this question came up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds tha: »), 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolins 
[Mr. VenaB.e] is In order. # 

Mr. STEPHENS. I should like to vote for 
that amendment, as all my feelings accord wis 

_ the object of the gentleman from North Caroling 
but that the rules may be adhered to, I take », 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. P 

|| Mr. VENABLE, I say that this is not a pei. 
vate work. A resolution was passed by (op. 
gress providing that the equestrian statue of Gep- 
eral Jackson should be placed in Lafayette square 
on the public ground. 

Mr. STUART. The Chair has decided the 

question, and as no appeal has been taken from 
his decision, I do not see the necessity of arguing 
| the question of order further. a 
| Mr. STEPHENS. I have appealed. 
[Cries of ‘*State the question!”’ ‘ State the 
|| question !””] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North 
| Carolina [Mr. Venasie] proposed an amendment 
| making an appropriation to complete the pedestal 
| to the statue erected in memory of Andrew Jack- 
son. The gentleman from Georgia raises the ques. 
|| tion of order, that such an appropriation, under the 
|| rules, cannot be attached to this bill. The Chair 
| holds that the amendment is in order, and from 
that decision the gentleman takes an appeal. 

Mr. VENABLE. I wish to make a single re- 

mark, with the permission of the Chair. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. 1 must object. 

| Mr. STEPHENS. I withdraw my appeal. 

| Mr. GOODENOW. I renew it. 

| Mr. VENABLE. I wish to make a single 

| suggestion. The following is the law on the sub- 
| ject: : 

| ‘For the purpose of erecting a pedestal in Lafayette 

| square for the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, on 
such plan as may be approved of by the artist for that work, 
| $5,000.” 

The pedestal is a public work. It was ordered 
| by law to be placed on the public ground, and in 
the appropriation made by that law, there is a de- 
| ficiency which I now moveto supply. That isa! 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
gentlemen that debate is not in order. The ques- 
| tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
|| judgment of the House? 
| Mr. STANLY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was put, and on a division there 
| were—ayes 74, noes 40; no quorum. ; 
|| By unanimous consent, on motion by Mr. VEN- 
|| ABLE, tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jones 
| of Tennessee, and Harr were appointed. 
| The question was taken, and the decision of the 
| Chair was sustained, the tellers having reported— 
ayes 75, noes not counted. 

Mr. STANLY. I now propose the amené- 

| ment which IT sent to the Gierk, and which he 
|| read a few moments ago. 
| Mr. DEAN. I make the point of order thet 
| the amendment is not germane. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
|| amendment is in order, on the ground that it 's 
, competent for the House to explain the reasons 
|| for making the appropriation. 

‘| Mr. STANLY. I am in earnest in offering that 

|| amendment. I shall vote for it, as well as for the 
appropriation asked for by my colleague, (Mr. 
VENABLE,] not only on account of my own gratl- 
tude for the military services of General Jackson, 
| but I desire to show my regard for his services '= 
| another position than that of commander, which 
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1853. 


I believe to 
I represent 


be above all of his military services. | 
my constituents when I = that, 

though they had the highest admiration for that 

great man’s conduct in war, they looked on his 

illustrious achievements there as being thrown 
into the shade by his noble, patriotic, zealous, un- 

compromising, undying devotion to the Union of | 
these States, when he was President of the United | 
States, in putting down nullification and secession. 

And these opinions of mine have not been formed 

yesterday. They have been formed for years. 

“| was nota Jackson man in the early part of 

my life, though too young to enter the political 

, Had | been old enough when he was first | 


arena. 
I never 


elected, | might have voted against him. 
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voted for him, or supported his civil administra- |) 


tion. I thought that he committed many errors 
as the President of the United States; but, sir, he 
claims my gratitude, and he has it; he claims the | 
gratitude of my constituents—Whigs and Dem- 
ocrats—and he has it, for his noble conduct, I 
repeat, as President of the United States. When 
this Union, as he believed, was in danger, he dis- 
regarded everything else but his sense of duty in 
giving that noble sentiment which commends itself 
to all our hearts, and which will make his name 


immortal, if nothing else does: ‘* The Union—it | 


must be preserved !’’ I followed with pride the 


procession on the 8th of January in inauguration | 
of the statue erected to his memory. I looked 
with a swelling heart at the motto emblazoned on 
its base. Honor to General Jackson as the hero, 
but especial honor, if possible more than this Con- 
gress can give, for his conduct in that great hour 
of our trial in 1833: ** The Union—it must be pre- 
served.’’ Let it be cherished, and let this Con- 
gress show, that in voting for this appropriation 
they do it not out of a wild, inconsiderate admira- 
tion for his military services, but also for his in- 
calculable services in peace. We have had other 
great captains in war—some illustrious men, who 
have fought more battles, and fought them well; 
but there has been only one Jackson who, as Pres- 


ident of the United States, saved this Union, and | 


laid low that fell spirit of Disunion which attempted | 
to separate these United States in 1833. I hope 

that the amendment will receive the unanimous 

sanction of the members of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If it be not too 
late, [ appeal from the decision of the Chair that 
this amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it 
is now too late to take an appeal. 

Mr. JONES. Under that decision a member, 
after an amendment has been voted upon, can pre- 
sent and have read a speech on the subject. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. lam opposed 
to this amendment. Ido not concur in the re- 
marks made by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Srany,] or in the sentiments expressed 
in the amendment offered by him. Not at all, sir. 
I do not understand that General Jackson ever 
put down nullification in this country. When or 
where? That General Jackson, as President of 
the United States, and as a citizen, was against 
the doctrine of nullification, as taught in South 
Carolina, I concede. 
ever put down that doctrine? Did he ever silence 
it? It is true, the principles of the Proclamation 
were against that doctrine. I did not agree with 
General Jackson in the principles of that procla- 
mation, though the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina might or may have done so. And so it may 
have been with a majority of the American people. 
But, sir, that proclamation did not put down nul- 
lifieation. If the gentleman from North Carolina 
will look to the history of this 4ountry, he will 
find that the spirit and principles of nullification 
were never abandoned or put down in South Car- 
Olina. She did not cease her preparations for 
resistance until this Government abandoned the 


principles of that policy against which she was 
arrayed. 


But did General Jackson | 


| Chair decided it to be out of order. 


Mr. STANLY. They were never abandoned, | 


and never will be. 
Mr. STEPHENS. They were certainly aban- 
doned by the compromise tariff bill, brought for- 


ward in the Senate for conciliation, and this the | 


gentleman himself will hardly deny. 
4 Mr.STANLY. I deny it: itwas denied at the 
ime. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iam not going into a dis- 
cuasion of the extent of the abandonment, at this 
ume and upon this subject. What I say is this: 











The spirit of nullification, whether right or wrong, 
never yielded until there was a yielding on the 
part of this Government. It is not my object now 


to say whether it was right or wrong. | was, 
however, no nallifier. 1 did not believe in the doc- 
trine of nullification, as taught in South Carolina, 
any more than I did in the doctrines of the procla- 
mation; but I say that the history of the country 
bears me out in this, that General Jackson did 
not put it down. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | must insist upon 
my appeal, and submit to the Chair the fact, that 
after the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
VENABLE] offered his amefhdment and made his 
speech 

[Cries of ** Order !”’ * Order !’’] 

i am in order, gentlemen. The gentleman from 
North Carolina |Mr. Sranty] offered his amend- 
ment, and a point of order was then made. 





An appeal 
was taken, and the Chair was sustained. After 
all that proceeding, an appeal was taken upon the 
amendment. 


Mr. GOODENOW. The gentleman is not in | 


order. 


Mr. JONES. The question of order was made | 


upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Venase,] it was de- 
cided by the Chair to be in order, and an appeal 
was taken from his decision and voted upon by 
the House. [It is not too late at any time before a 
decision to make the question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does not 
recollect the facts. After the whole proceeding, 
of which he speaks had transpired, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Sran iy] was read from the Clerk’s desk, the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Dean] rose to a 
point of order. The Chair overruled it, and his 
decision was acquiesced in until after the gentle- 
man from North Carolina had concluded his 
speech, when the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 
Jones] renewed the same point of order. The 
Chair holds, that the point of order having been 
overruled, and there being a general acquiescence 
in it until after the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. Sranty] had concluded his speech, the 
same point could not be again raised. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move further to amend 
the-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I haveno doubt that the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Sranuy] will 
accept my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question pending is 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


Further amendments are 


| North Carolina, [Mr. Srantvy.] 


Mr. ORR. Is the amendment pending an ori- 
ginal proposition ? ; 
The CHAIRMAN. It was offered as an amend- 


ment to the proposition of the gentleman from 


' North Carolina, [Mr. Venasie.]} 


Mr. FLORENCE. I hope that the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Sraniy}*will accept an 
amendment which | wish to offer. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I call for the reading of the 
pending amend ment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for tellers 
upon the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Harris of 
Alabama, and GarLorp were appointed. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know if I have 
not the right to ask the gentleman to modify his 
amendment? 

Cries of ** Order!’? *‘ Order !’’} 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it 
would not be in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranty’s 
amendment, and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 52, noes 72. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Vewasue.] 

Mr. STANLY. What is thesum in the amend- 
ment of my colleague ? 

Mr. VENABLE. Three thousand dollars. 

Mr. STANLY. I move to make it $4,000. 
They will want a little more next year, and I hope 
that the amendment will be adopted. The honor- 
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| while ago, said that General Jackson did not put 
| 


| 


| ment yielded 


The | 


down nullification, and that the General Gevern- 





Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a question of order. 
If we will waste our time this way, | desire the 
gentleman to confine his remarks to the amend- 


| ment, and show why $4,000 should be appropria- 


|| the protective tariff so long as he lived, 


ted instead of $3,000. 

Mr. STANLY. I think that it ought to be one 
thousand more for General Jackson’s devotion to 
Put that 
in, Mr. Clerk. I am willing to do this, not only 
for his services in putting down secession and the 
spirit of rebellion in 1833, but also for his steady 
advocacy of a protective tariff. And I feel it, and 
last year, I may say, | was elected upon this feel- 


| ing, when the spirit showed itself in the district I 


| represent. 


Though | drove away a few Whig 
votes, | gained hundreds of honest Deraocrats by 
avowing the principles Which I avow here. Now, 
about the tariff. Am I in order now? 

Mr. HOUSTON. | ask.if the gentleman is in 
order in discussing the tariff? 

Mr. STANLY. You say that the gentleman 
from Georgia {[Mr. Srepuens] was in order. 


_Mr. HOUSTON. That was a different prapo- 
sition. 
Mr. STANLY. Not at all. 
Mr. HOUSTON. ILhold that he was not in 
| order 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranty,} 


| having moved to increase the apprepriation, has 
| clearly the right to state the reasons why he pro- 


r08es to Increase it. 


Mr. HOUSTON. He has the right to say why 


| it should be four instead of three. 


able gentleman from Georgia, {Mr. Sreruens,] a | General Jackson put down nullification, and not 


The CHAIRMAN. To justify the appropria- 
tion, the Chair holds that the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Staniy}-hasa right to speak 
of the public services of General Jackson. 

Mr. STANLY. Yes, sir; and whose public 
services in peace this country will remember with 
gratitude as long as they will remember the name 
of Andrew Jackson. Ever since he grew up to 
man’s estate, he was as earnest an advocate of the 
protective tariff as breathed in the iand. He was 
as earnest as Washington, as Jefferson, Madison, 
or any other patriot who desired us to be free from 
British power. In his celebrated letter to Dr. 
Coleman, of North Carolina, | want no better 
tariff doctrine, and General Jackson, in sustaining 
that proclamation of his against secession and nul- 
| lification, determined that we should have protec- 
tion. The gentleman from Georgia {[Mr. Sre 
PHENS] is mistaken. I will take issue with him 
| Lam ready to meet him upon that question, that 
| the compromise tariff did secure protection. The 
| home valuation was the protective feature. The 
journals of that day show it. It was the protective 

volicy that was complained of by the Nullifiers. 

hat they neverdestroyed. That was never yield 
| ed; for when the Government was nearly bank- 
rupt, in the year 1842, we created another protect- 
ive tariff. We have onenow. Mr. Clay and Mr. 
Clayton of Delaware claimed that-protection was 
| not abandoned, and it was said that they would die 
in their seats before that question should ever be 
abandoned. That question of protection never was 
abandoned. Gieneval Jackson himself would have 
died by it, and if that home valuation could have 
| been carried out, it would have given protection to 
American manufactures. We had to abandon 
that and go back to the tariff of 1842, because 
we could not carry out that feature of home valu- 
ation, it being impracticable. The whole history 
| of the country at that time shows this. 
| The gentleman from Georgia, with his notions 
| against a protective tariff, may have thought so, 
| but in taking issue upon this question, he speaks 
| upon one side. Let him examine the debates at 
that time. I maintain that they carry a complete 
refutation of the idea that the tariff was abandoned 
| in 1832; but they establish the fact that it was 
| secured by the compromise, and intended to be 
secured by compromise by Mr. Clay, John M, 
Clayton, and other great men of that day. I am 
willing to make an issue upon that before the 
country. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 
{Here the hammer fell.} 
Mt. STEPHENS, of Georgia, I wish tc say 
only a few words in reply. The point at issue 
| between the gentleman and myself was, whether 
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whether he was a protective tariff man or not. He 
was a protective tariff man at that time and up to 
the day of his death, so far as I know. I grant 
that I did not say he was not, but I stated that 
General Jaekson did not put down nullification. 
W hat I stated was, whether South Carolina was 
right or wrong, there was no giving way on her 
part until conciliation was proposed. This is his- 
tory. That is the point. 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman said that they 
gave way in yielding protection. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I say that they or this 
Government gave way on that act against which 
South Carolina was contending. It was this 
Government that first gave way and let go. I did 
not say that she entirely abandoned protection. 
You have not done it to this day; even « revenue 
tariff is protective as far as it goes. We have now 
a protective tariff upon most articles of thirty per 
cent. I say the friends of that kind of protective 
system which was established by the acts of 1828 
and 1832, protection for protection sake, not look- 
ing to revenue as the object, did let go so far as to 
agree that one tenth of the duty above twenty per 
cent. on all articles should at stated periods be 
taken off, and that all above twenty per cent. should 
be taken off at the end of ten years. T'wenty 
per cent. was considered the standard of a revenue 
tariff. I say that is letting go; and I say, as I re- 
peated before, whether General Jackson was 
right or wrong in being a protective tariff man, or | 
whether South Carolina was right or wrong in 
her views, | am not going to discuss here. It is 
not the proper place; but I mean to defend history. 
South Carolina, whether right or wrong, did main- 
tain her attitude of resistance, and she stood up | 
to it until the Government here gave way, and 
until General Jackson’s party here gave way. If 
there was any giving way, it was on the part of | 
the Federal Government. South Carolina, however 
I may have disagreed with her in her policy, never 
quailed to the proclamation. She did not quail, but 
ate was a giving way here. When conciliation | 
was offered to her upon terms that met the appro- 
val of her judgment, she yielded, and not beleve. 
She may have yielded some to patriotism, too. 
This I believe she did. But the olive branch came | 
from the Federal Government. It was not General 
Jackson or his proclamation, that put her down. | 
Thatis the point I make. 

Mr. STANLY. I did not mention South Caro- 
lina. I talked about nullification. Whether 
South Carolina gave way or not, General Jack- 
son, in his proclamation, insisted upon the doc- 
trine of protection, and said it never should be 
abandoned. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sran- 
Ly’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to make it $5,000, | 
instead of $3,000. I rose a few minutes since to | 
amend the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranxy,] because it is 
not entirely faithful to history, and because it was 
not sufficiently elaborate to secure my vote. Ido 
not mean to say that | would have voted for it 
with the objectionable phraseology in which it 
was presented. I say candidly, I would not; but 
I desired further to elaborate it, in order that it 
should be more truthful, and the more clearly refer 
to very prominentacts and events which occurred 
during the administration of the immortal Sage of 
the Hermitage. I lived, during the days of the 
Bank of the United States, in the city of Phila- 
delphia. I was, to some extent, a victim of its 
persecution and proscription. I know well the 
tyranny of that institution, and I desire ‘* to vindi- 
cate the truth of that history.’’ 1 desired to offer 
an amendment to record my approbation, and, as 
I anticipated, of this House, of the patriotic ser- 
vices rendered by General Jackson in emancipa- 
ting labor and relieving the working classes from 
the baneful influences of that institution, in veto- 
ing the act of Congress rechartering the Bank of 
the United States. I desired to accord credit to 
him for his rare honesty and his laudable inde- 
pendence in removing the deposits from that bank, 
when even some of his warmest friends doubted 
its propriety. In that hour, sir, * when shrunk 
the timid and stood still the brave,” I desired to 
accord the credit due him for thus leaving on the 
—— and patriotic record his veto against the 

emoralizing and dangerous influence of that 
mammoth corporation. 

I know something about the acts of its prom- | 
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inent advocates. I lived in Philadelphia, a young 
man just then commencing the world; and be- 
cause I dared, in honesty of heart, and from the 
conviction of my judgment, to be a Democrat; 
because I chose to raise my humble voice in favor 


_ of the principles which I believed were essential 


to the maintenance and perpetuity of our glorious 
republican institutions; because wee opposed to 
a Bank of the United States, which I then saw, 
with all its ‘* imperfections on its head,’’ | was a 
marked and proscribed man. But I thank God 
that the day has come when I am permitted to 
stand upon this floor, to raise my voice in com- 
mendation of that act of the administration of 
Andrew Jackson—the veto of the recharter of the 
Bank of the United States—that act, sir, which at 
once struck the shackles from the “ wrists of 
labor,’’ and permitted man, persecuted and friend- 
less—the poor man—to feel that his liberty, his lib- 
erty of thought, of action, and of opinion was still 


secured to him. [Roars of laughterand great clap- | 


ping of hands.}] Hence I wanted the truth of 
ames vindicated, and the pleasing recollections 
of the acts of a good man revived by the adoption 
of my amendment. [Renewed and long-contin- 
ued laughter and applause. ]} 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Oh! I will withdraw it. 
{Laughter. } 

Mr. STANLY. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am opposed to the gentle- 
man’s amendment, for the reason that it is not ne- 
cessary. 
granted at all, the proper amount is that contained 
in the amendment of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Venas_e.| 1 am opposed to all 
these amendments upon another ground. These 
gentlemen, some of whom have always been 
ranked amongst the bitterest enemies and revilers 
of General Jackson, are now coming forward as 
the particular guardians of his fame and reputa- 


tion; and they are disposed to enter upon the rec- | 


ords of the proceedings of this House that sort of 


| testimony in his behalf for which, if he was living, 


he would not thank them, and for which his 
friends do not now thank them. His fame is be- 


if the appropriation asked for is to be | 


yond the reach of anything that this House or | 


this Congress can do. 


You need not in this way thank General Jack- || 


son for his destruction of the Bank of the United 
States. The people of the United States have 
done that very amply and triumphantly long 
since. Sir, it is but a mockery—a mockery of 
the worst character, for the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranty] to pretend now that he is 
converted, or that he has any friendship for Gen- 
eral Jackson or his reputation; and I regret ex- 
ceedingly that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. FLorence] has so far forgot himself as to 


engage in this course of improper legislation. I | 
do hope that gentlemen will let us pass upon the 


amendments, and dispose of the bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to explain, if the 
gentleman will give me one minute. 

[Much lauBhter, and cries of ‘* Hear him!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. No further remarks are 
in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Fior- 
ENCE’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The question was put, and the motion was 


| negatived. 


So the committee refused to rise. 


Mr. STANLY. I move as an amendment to 
put in ** $6,000.”’ [rise to return my thanks to 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means for his most furious, unjustifiable, unjust, 
and unprovoked onslaught upon me just now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I made no onslaught, 

Mr. STANLY. 
what an onslaught is? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 

Mr. STANLY. 


I do. 
I doubt it very much. The 


| gentleman undertook tosay, as I understood him, 
| that | was among the revilers of General Jackson. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
eral Jackson. 

Mr. STANLY. You said revilers. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am perfectly willing that 
the gentleman shall take it as he pleases. J meant 
to say that the gentleman was ranked among the 


I meant the enemies of Gen- 


Does the gentleman know | 





— opponents and enemies of General 
Mr.STANLY. An opponent is one thing. 
reviler another. 78 
Mr. HOUSTON. I make that explanation, 
Mr. STANLY. Then the gentleman stand 
corrected. It is a mockery, is it? — 
Mr. HOUSTON. A perfect mockery, 
Mr. STANLY. Why, then, we have mor 
eries here every day. We have mockeries fre 
the Committee on Ways and Means continua)) 
| All these amendments are mockeries, 
| mockeries here yesterday. By what authority 

does the gentleman from Alabama get UP and 
apply a word of that sort to my proposition ? 1 
| have a right to signalize my devotion to Jackson's 
| reputation, if 1 choose, in my own way. | (jj 

so without intrenching on anybody’s personal 

feelings, and I do not think that the chairmay 
the Committee on Ways and Means has a rio} 
to talk to me inthis way. Why, I wonder if | 
cannot be a friend of General Jackson, thoush he 
is dead. The gentleman undertakes to say thy 
if General Jackson were alive he would not thank 
me for my friendship. Sir, } learned my regp¢0 
for General Jackson from those who preceded 
me, men as good as the gentleman from Alabama 
dare hope to be, and ardent, devoted, and disip. 
terested friends of Jackson. 

The gentleman from Alabama, with his peculig, 
notions of patriotism, thinks that no man can be, 
friend of Jackson because he is dead! Asa young 
man, I opposed him when he was alive, anj 
thought some of his political opinions wrong, 
But | do reverence his memory now that he js 
| dead, because he put down nullification and seces. 
sion, and because he was a devoted friend to q 
tariff for protection. [am not one of those who 
think they can only show devotion and friendship 
| and honor for illustrious and patriotic services, 
when a man is the fountain of honor and power, 
and that they should heap no laurels on his grave 
after he is dead. ‘ 
| The gentleman from Alabama says it is pre- 
tense. By what authority does he undertake to 
| arraign me for pretending anything? | speak the 
sentiments of my constituents and of my own 
heart, and I will thank my honorable friend—if | 
may be allowed to call him so—to weigh his 
words with a little more care when speaking of 
me, and to be more sparing of such charges as he 
has made here to-day. I am acting as much 
under a sense of duty as he is. Sir, [ shall carry 
the war no further into Africa unless I am driven 
to it. 

Mr. STUART obtained the floor. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Iask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. STUART. Very well, sir; I will do so. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, my remarks, 
as | supposed everybody understood, were not 
intended as personally offensive. I intended to 
characterize this mode of legislation—if | may «al 
it legislation—as a mockery, and I am sure thal 
the gentleman from North Carolina in his sober 
second thought, will agree with me. What is 
mockery ? hat is intended to be accomplished 
by these amendments? Is there any good ani 
legitimate purpose of legislation to be accomplished 
| by them? If there is not, then I should like 
| know if I was not correct in characterizing it as& 
| mockery? 

Mr. STANLY. I understood the gentleman 
to say that it was a mockery because the revilers 
of General Jackson did it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I amnotresponsible for the 
gentleman’s wilerstanding. But the gentleman 
| asks—and I will reply to it—may he not bea 
_ friend of General Jackson although he .is dead? 
Certainly, but it is to be regretted that he did not 
show his friendship while General Jackson was 
alive; that he has suffered him to remain dead so 
long before he has evinced this patriotic emotion— 
this love for General Jackson which he seems 
| intimate that he inherited—my God! what an 
inheritance! Inherited, and what became of 1 
| A lost inheritance; a lapsed legacy; gone; never 
| called for or used until General Jackson has been 
dead for years, and his reputation ay Saye the 
reach of anything that Congress may do, either 
individually or collectively. The gentleman’ 
words are harmless if against him, and can a 
nothing to him if for him. I repeat again, that 
intended nothing personally offensive to the gentle- 
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man from North Carolina. My remarks were 
‘tended to apply to this mock legislation which 
ure carrying on, to the — and obstruction 

: the injury of the 
I wish to press 


we 


f proper and useful action, an¢ 
best interests of the country. 
this bill to a final vote to-day. 
“Mr. STANLY. As to the “lapsed legacy,” 
the gentleman from Alabama has not lost that. 
The legacy of Jacksonism is all the capital some 
eentiemen have to go upon: take that from them, 
and they would break. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the Chair whether my 
time Is out? ' 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
allow me one minute? 

[Cries of ‘* Order!” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. POLK obtained the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman to yield 
me the floor? 

Mr. POLK. 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to increase the 
amount specified in the amendment five dollars. 

Mr. DEAN. I rise to a point of order. 1 want 
to know whether this amendment belongs to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania or the gentleman 
trom Tennessee ? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I understand the gentle- 
man from Tennessee yields me the floor entirely. 

Mr. POLK. I yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for the purpose of discussing 
the amendment, or for the purpose of explanation. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to occupy the time 
of the committee but for a single moment, and | 
desire to be serious, too, in my remarks. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Hovsron,} 
in his remarks, denied having any personal allu- 
sion, or at leastany offensive personal allusion, to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr.Sranty,] 
and I take it for granted that he intended to make 
none to me. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I certainly meant no per- 
sonal allusion to the gentleman. 

Mr. FLORENCE. But the gentleman said, if 
I understood him, | had forgotten myself and the 
duties] owed to the members of this National 
Legislature in introducing subjects foreign to the 
purposes for which we were sent here. Now, 
sir, | know my duties, and mean to adhere strictly 
to them, while I have the privileges which I now 
enjoy upon this floor. It is written, sir, ‘‘ The 
deeds that men do live after thein,’’ and I think 
it exceedingly proper sometimes to revive recol- 
lections of the brilliant history of a great and good 
man. For this reason I thought what I have pre- 
viously said would be very well introduced in 
connection with this amendment. A sense of 
duty alone impelled me. I learned my Democracy 
from the precepts and teachings of Thomas Jef- 
ferson. I feel well convinced I was maintaining 
the principles of this Apostle of Democracy, when 
1 supported, with all the zeal in my power, the 
administration of Andrew Jackson; and I think, 
further, that the best among the many great meas- 
ures of that great man’s administration, was 
the veto of the recharter of the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States, and the ‘removal of the Government 
deposits from that institution. 

Mr. POLK. The gentleman says he learned 

his Democracy from Thomas Jeffeyson. 1 desire 
to know if he was personally acquainted with 
him? [{Laughter.] 
_ Mr. FLORENCE. No, sir. I was taught 
from his writings by reading the books. I only 
desireto say this much: I repeat, I know my duty 
as well as any gentleman upon this floor, and [| 
think IT was religiously and in sincerity in the per- 
formance of that duty, when I referred gentlemen 
to the memories of the illustrious dead. 1t would 
be better for all of us, perhaps, oftener to do so. 

Mr. DEAN. 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as I am to 
all these amendments. I think it is time for us to 
show that this House is not a bear garden 

Mr. FLORENCE. [rise to a question of or- 
der. My point is, that it is an insult to this Na- 


a 7. Legislature to callit a beargarden. [Laugh- 
er. 


o 


al 


It is out. 
I ask the committee to 


“ Order !’’] 


I yield to the gentleman from 





No further debate is in 


I am opposed to the amendment | 





Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
committee do now rise. 
to legislate now. 

Mr. POLK. As the question oforder has been 
raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I ask 
that it shall be decided by the Chair, whether it is 
in order to call this House a bear garden? I ask 
that the gentlemen shall argue the point, and the 
Chairman decide uponit. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
York is upon the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Does the Chair decide that 
the gentleman from New York is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is in order, 
and may proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. DEAN. As it is evident that we shall not 
get on with the business of the committee, | will 
yield for a motion to rise. 

Mr. CARTTER. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Chair- 
man (Mr. Brown, of Mississippi) reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the state of 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly House bill No. 335, ** to supply deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30th, 1853,’? and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hold in my hand some 
estimates from one of the Departments, which I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to re- 
ceive, have referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and order to be printed. 

There was no objection, and the communication 
was received ,and accordingly referred, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. STANLY. I have some papers here which 
I desire to have received and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. They are in relation to 
a claim already before that committee. 

Mr. KING, of New York. What are the 
papers? 

Mr. STANLY. They are copies of correspond- 


I move that the 
We are in no condition 


ence between the Secretary of the Navy and the | 


commandant of the Boston navy-yard, the com- 
mander of the sloop-of-war Plymouth, and R. W. 
Meade, between the first of March and the first 
of July, 1849, in relation to the appointment of 
the said R. W. Meade and other officers and en- 
gineers, and their transportation from Boston to 
the Pacific, for the United States propeller Edith. 

Mr. STUART. That is in relation to the 
McCormick case. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him if the chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee has not already reported that case to the House? 

Mr. STANLY. do not think he has. At 
least he told me he should not report it without an 
examination of these papers. 

Mr. STUART. When was that? 

Mr. STANLY. This morning. 

Mr. STUART. Some of the daily papers of 
the city stated that it was offered and received by 
the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My recollection 
is, that the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs did offer the report, but it was objected to, 
and the rules were not suspended. 

The papers were then, by unanimous consent, 
received, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was put and the motion agreed to. 


And the House adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


PETITIONS. 
The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: A petition in favor of a mail route 
from Centerville to Butt’s Landing, on the Tennessee river. 

By Mr. CHURCHWELL: The petition of Thomas 
McConnell, praying Congress to refund money expended 
by him during the Mexican war. 

By Mr. JONES, of New York: The petétion of Margaret 
Dygert, for relief. 

By Mr. FAY: The petition of Samuel Cleland and others, 
of Chelsea, Massachusetts, praying for a reduction in the 
rates of ocean postage. 

By Mr. L[VES: The petition of 72 citizens of Jefferson 
county, New York, for appropriations to improve the har 
bor of Cape Vincent and light-houses in the vicinity of the 
State of New York. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuursvay, January 27, 1853. 
Prayer by the Rev. James GaLLaner. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, communicating copies of the correspond - 
ence and other documents connected with the 
assay office in California; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, showing 
the expenditures from the appropriations for the 
contingent expenses of that Department, its offices 
and bureaus; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of War, show- 
ing the names and compensation of the clerks and 
other persons employed in that Department, other 
than officers of the Army, during the yer 1852; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
answer toa resolution of the Senate, relative to 
the allegations of fraud by Alexander Ramsay, 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs, in the disburse- 
ment of money appropriated for the fulfillment of 
treaties with the Sioux Indians; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Rochester, State of New York; a memo- 
rial of inhabitants of the village of Lewiston and 
its vicinity, State of New York; a memorial of 
inhabitants of the villave of Niagara Falls and its 
vicinity, State of New York; and a memoriai of 
citizens of Bellevue and its vicinity, State of New 
York, praying a grant of land to aid in the con- 
struction of a ship canal around the Falls of Ni- 
agara; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Brooklyn and 
New York, praying that a contract may be en- 
tered into with Christian Hansen for the trans- 
portation of the mails between Brooklyn and 
Gliickstadt, and Kiel and St. Petersburgh; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Scituate, Massachusetts, praying that a pension 
may be granted to Josiah Mann, in consideration 
of his services as a seaman in the Navy during 
the last war with Great Britain; which was re- 
ferred to the Committe on Pensions. 

Mr. COOPER presented a petition of citizens of 
Adams county, Pennsylvania, praying the adop 
tion of measures for the amicable adjustment of 
international difficulties; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of 
Suffolk county, Massachusetts, praying a reduc- 
tion of the rates of ocean postage; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial of Burnett W. Dole, son and 
heir at-law of Enoch Dole, a surgeon in the revo- 
lutionary war, praying commutation pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHASE presented two petitions of citizens 
of Ohio, praying the adoption of measures for the 
amicable adjustment of international difficulties ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of the Philo 
matheian Society, Hartsville University, pray- 
ing a complete set of the laws, State papers, and 
documents; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Clements, Bryan & Co., 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CHARLTON, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, to which was referred the 
petition of Mrs. Mary Perry, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for her relief; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was recommitted the bill to amend 
an act entitled ‘* An act to create the office of sur 
‘ veyor general of the public lands in Oregon, and 
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‘to provide for the survey, and to make donations 
“to the settlers, of the said public lands,”’ approved 
September 27, 1850, reported it, with an amend- | 
ment. 


THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the following 


resolution, which was submitted by Mr. Cass on 
the 25th instant: 


* Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire and report whether any measures, and 
if any, what, should be taken by the Senate in relation to 
the declaration annexed to the ratification on the part of 
Great Britain of the treaty concluded between that country 
and the United States, April 19, 1850; and to the letter of 


the Secretary of State to the British Minister on the ex- | 


change of the ratifications.’’ 


Mr. MANGUM. 


| hope the honorable Sena- | 


tor from Michigan will not press this resolution for | 


consideration now. 


' Lewit be postponed until the 
end of the session. 


We shall then have an Ex- 


ecutive session to which such matters are properly | 


referable. 


Besides, at that time, upon these con- | 


tested matters of fact, the gentleman who has had | 
the principal agency in this matter, the Secretary | 


of State of the late administration of General 
Taylor, will be here as a member of this body, to 
speak for himself; and if gentlemen suppose there 
is much in the matter, or that there is anything to 


be made out of it, they ought to be willing to | 


wait until that gentleman assumes his seat here as | 


one of the members of this body. 
Besides, there is a document which was made 


out by that gentleman, a full report, making the | 


fullest and amplest disclosures, as I understand, | 


restricting the operation and effect of the treaty to 
the five Republics that formerly constituted the 
Confederation of Central America, which report 
was made to the President of the United States, 


and by him transmitted to the Senate, printed, and | 


laid upon the desk of every member of this body. | 


Mr. BADGER. It was transmitted to the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANGUM. I am informed that that 
communication was presented to the House of 
Representatives, but as a matter of course, accord- 
ing to the usual courtesy between the two Houses, 
copies of it were printed for the use of the Senate. 


1 very much hope that the honorable Senator from | 


Michigan will feel the force of the suggestion that | 


Mr. Clayton ought to be 
own explanation to this 
propriety of the suggestion, that upon matters of 
this sort which squint towards war there should 
be consideration, and we should not act hastily. 
Although this may look like war, I know that 
entlemen never contemplate such a contingency. 
“hey dare not avow such a purpose. The coun- 
try would not sustain them in it. Who cares 
particularly about the application of the Monroe 
doctrine to one or two little islands far away from 
us, which would hardly make a respectable potato 
patch. Who is going to war with the most pow- 
erful nation in the world on such a wild-goose 
chase? But suppose it should be done, and sup- 
pose you should be victorious, you would win 
nothing. I will not go into this matter; but I hope 
that discussions of this character, which have such 
a tendency to disturb the public mind, as gentlemen 
seem to think, will be postponed to the period | 
have named. But I think the public mind is as | 
calm as an unruifled inland sea. I do not see that 
our agitations here produce any breeze beyond the 
purlieus of some of the great cities, the hot-beds of 
faction; the great mass of the landed interest of 
the country throughout the Union do not feel it; | 
but if the public mind has been agitated, f think | 
that these discussions ought to take place in Ex- 
ecutive session. Let us not have all this talk, and | 
talk as if we were on the eve of battle, when gen- 
tlemen have no more notion of going into extreme 
measures, | apprehend, than I have, and I cer- | 
tainly have none. I hope the honorable Senator 
will not press the obdeidetetion of the matter. | 
move that the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion be postponed until the 4th of March, and then 
the debate can be resumed in Executive session. 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, [ am not to be 
deterred by any charges that [ do not mean war, 
from following any investigation into any ques- | 
tion connected with the honor or interest of my 
country. I have lived too long for that. I want | 
no war. All this talk about war | heard forty | 


pes to make his | 
v0dy, and will feel the | 


~ 


G 


| of the United States upon the su 
| now, here before the Senate, and 
'|my frankness will atone for my presumption. | 


THE CONGR 








when the honor and interests of the country may 
require it; but I trust they will never require it. 
You are sure to have war if you neglect all such 
questions, and leave your honor and your inter- 
ests at the disposition of every foreign nation. 
That is the way to bring on war. It is not by 
standing up manfully for your rights before the 
world, in conformity to a sentiment which be- 
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longs to the heart of every American—it is not | 
that which makes war; it is slavish submission | 


which brings on war. 
Now, what is the object of this resolution? It is 
a question of inquiry for the Senate whether the 


treaty of 1850 has been changed in consequence | 


of the proceedings which took place between Mr. 
Clayton and Mr. Bulwer. That is a question for 
the Senate to inquire into and consider. Mr. 
Clayton has no more to do with it than you or I 
have, sir, It is not a personal matter; and gen- 
tlemen who think it is, are making a personal 
question of one of vast national importance. We 
are not investigating the conduct of Mr. Clayton 
or of Mr. Bulwer in any way whatever. The 
object of this resolution is simply to instruct the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to inquire into and 
ascertain what are now the obligations of that 


treaty upon us in consequence of the mode of its | 


ratification. That is the object of it. 
| have nothing more to say about that point; but 


| | have a few words to say upon another matter, | 


and it is this : 


There is an objection to the consid- | 


eration of this subject, which, I freely confess, | 


never occurred to me until yesterday; but it is now 
forcibly impressed upon my mind, and I conceive 
it to be my duty to warn the Senate of the very 


| delicate, and I may almost say, the awful position 


in which they will stand by passing this resolution. 
Why, sir, that objection is, that the resolution was 
introduced by me without consulting the President 
oes. I avow it 


Yes, sir, we heard yesterday, from the Senator 


hope and trust | 


from New York, [Mr.Sewarp,] here in the Amer- 


ican Senate—in the face of the American people— 
an avowal of opposition and objection toa resolu- 
tion, because the mover of it had not obtained the 
sanction—that was the word—of the President of 
the United States. The old Norman French, Le 
Roi le veut—‘‘ the King wills it ’’—is a little sof- 
tened, and the new formula is, the President sanc- 
tions it; or, in plain English, the President wills it. 
The first inquiry, therefore, before the Senate on 


any such question, which may be introduced on | 


the responsibility of a member is, ‘* Does the Kin 
sanction it’’’ ‘* Does the President will it?’ 
disavow any such doctrine. I have scarcely words 


to express my indignation at its introduction and | 


open avowal here. 
Yesterday we had a long talk about Lord 
eorge Bentinck and his genealogy, evincing on 


|| the part of the gentleman who gave us his histor 


and genealogy, the fact that he was pretty a 


acquainted with lords after all; and we had a talk | 


about Captain Pilkington, his friend and relation, 
which I did not much attend to. Would Lord 


George Bentinck get up in the House of Commons | 
and raise an objection to such a resolution, upon | 


such a ground? If he did so, he would be driven 


from the public councils, and forever forfeit the | 


confidence of the English people; and there would 


not be a man, from John O’Groat’s house to | 


Land’s End, who would not repudiate him and his || 
Yet here, in the American Senate, in | 


doctrine. 
the middle of the nineteenth century, we are teld 
that we must obtain the sanction of the President of 
the United States before we introduce such a reso- 
lution into the Senate. I disavow any such de- 
grading doctrine; I cannot argueupon such a point. 
Ifa clause like that had been proposed to be in- 
serted in the Constitution, do you believe the 
American people would ever have sanctioned it ? 
Or if it had been proposed in the body which 
framed the Constitution, would there have been a 
member found to advocate it? 


_ than one member now in this body—is there one 


years ago, when the honorable gent\eman was a || 
young man. I trust we shall always go to war || gress. ‘‘If they do these things in the green tree, 


in the House of Representatives—who will stand 
up and dare, before this country, toavow that sen- 


timent, and to object toa resolution because the | 


member introducing it did not obtain for it the 


And is there more | 


sanction of the President of the United States? | 


Talk about this being an age of progress! Why, 
if such a doctrine be admitted, it is an age of re- 


j 
| 
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what shall be done in the dry?” 
| Mr. Adet, the French Minister. If such is th, 

infancy of this Republic, what will be its maturin, 
| Now, it may be proper—I merely sugges: y 

though I shall not move it—that a committee; 
appointed before we pass this resolution, to cao 
on the President of the United States, to an 
whether he sanctions it. I will agree to |e it le i. 
over for that purpose, if any member desires 2 

Mr. MANGUM. Does the Senator make ¢) . 
| motion ? ae 


as Was Said by 


| Mr. CASS. I expressly said I did not; by, if 
the honorable Senator will make it, I wil] agree t 
let the resolution lie over for that purpose. . 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on th 
motion to postpone the further consideratio 
resolution until the 4th of March. 

Mr. BELL. I hope this resolution will no be 
pressed upon the consideration of the Senate this 
morning. If it be of no importance, or if jt be » 
very great importance, in either view, I do jo 
think it is proper that we should go into it at ths 
time. If it be of no importance, why occupy me 
time with it when we have such important bys). 
ness of a practical nature pending ? If it be of ores, 
| importance, as seems to be suggested by the hop. 
| orable Senator from Michigan, no such resolytio, 
ought to pass without some further consideratio, 
and debate. 

I have not thought proper to attempt to express 
any views which I entertain on the various ques. 
tions connected with our foreign relations, which 
have been started and agitated during the presen; 
session. This is not because I do not refi, 
and come to some conclusion upon them, with 
such lights as I have. Though | occupy no po. 
sition in the Senate to give me ready access tp 
many branches of information which may be we. 
ful upon these subjects, yet, with such informs. 
tion as I possess, | have reflected seriously, ani 
been much concerned at the probable effect of 
those discussions. I have listened—I do not my 
with pleasure and approval to a sentiments 
advanced in this body—but I have listened, as| 
always do, with interest to every sentiment an- 
| nounced by every member of the Senate upon 
| questions of this nature, because they all have 
some potency. Some of them have a very con- 
siderable influence upon the public mind, others 
are of less importance, but all tend to mould the 
public sentiment of the country, and to affect the 
future as well as the present policy of the United 
States in the conduct of their foreign relations, 
We have had some three or four resolutions of 
this nature already brought to the notice of the 
Senate, of all of which the honorable Senator from 
Michigan has chanced to be the mover, or an «- 
tive participant in the debate. Although he was 
pretty full in the outset in his observations o 
each one of them, yet on every new resolution 0 
every new proposition, he has come forward with 
an amended edition of his views, (Mr. Cass shakes 
his head,) or he has furnished us with suppl 
mentary matter, enlarging his ground, and giving 
more gravity and importance to the subject. 
do not say that what he has said has not been 

uite interesting to the Senate and to the country. 
I do not speak of this because of any personal 0!- 
| jection or unkind feeling which I have to the hon- 
orable Senator, but beeause I think that that hov- 
orable Senator, in giving expression to his views 
upon all these questions, and in exercising his t- 
fluence upon the sentiment of the country In reit- 
tion to them, has had ample scope heretofore 
allowed him; and now to press this resolutiol 
upon us at sug@ha time, and after all that has been 
said, I think is more than we are called upon 
courtesy to yield. 


ie 


nof the 





I thought, sir, the discussion had already been h 
very full and ample and oe in regard (0 : 
the alleged interpolatien upon the Clayton-Bulwet 


treaty. 1 thought that not only the Senate, bu! 

the country was pretty well satisfied that some 

honorable gentlemen had burnt their own fingers 

in touching that matter. I thought the honorab e 
Senator from Michigan had had ample time and 
ample opportunity to be heard upon every branch 
of that subject. The Senate have been ready and 
willing heretofore on every occasion to yield to his 
wishes in season and out of season. I think the 
honorable Senator himself will admit that he has 
not only had the full measure of such indulgence? 
as the body always gives to a member of his long 
experience, and for whom they entertain su a 
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high personal esteem as they do for him, but that 
he has had conceded to him all that was proper on 
nt of the position which he oceupies before the 
sublic. He has only had to intimate that he wished 


acou 


to presgntsome new matter before the Senate, and 
whatever it may be, personal, or of a public na- 
ture, the Senate has always yielded to his request, 
istened to him with patience. 1 had thought, 
too, that the country was satisfied with regard to 
the point of the present resolution, and was pretty 
well convinced that it would have been better if 
honorable Senators had not interfered with “i I 
believe there Is NOW no question of veracity con- 
nected with it. I believe the Senate and the country 
have settled down pretty generally to the conclu- 
sion that there was nothing unfair meant on either 
side; that the proper and full explanations were 
duly given, oe 
attention on the part of honorable Senators them- 
selves that there seemed to be any mistake or mis- 
apprehension in regard to that treaty. 
did not, however, rise to go into that subject. 


that it was only from want of due | 


I rose with the view of trying to prevent the fur- | 
ther consumption of time in relation to a new | 
resolution touching our foreign relations, at least | 


if we could not stop the discussion upon those 
which had been before the Senate for some month 


or two past, and upon which pretty ample debate | 


has been had. 
of consequence to refer this subject to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to report what should 
be done in relation to that treaty, it deserves to be 
further investigated before it passes to the com- 
mittee. Iam sure no proposition of this nature 
could come from the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan without something being meant. Is it pro- 
posed that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
shall consider the propriety of giving notice of a 
re).eal of this treaty by Congress? Is there suffi- 
cient ground upon which a grave and honorable 
Senator can be justified in pressing before the 
country such a measure as that? Is there any 
such ground? Is there any evidence of actual im- 
position or fraud in regard to the article of the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which has been excepted 
to? [ maintain that there is not, and that we should 
not even give a color for such a conclusion by 
gravely referring a resolution of inquiry to the 


Committee on Foreign Relations, that they may | 
report what steps should be taken to vindicate the | 


honor and 


ee the interests of the country. | 
maintain t 


at the investigation and discussions 


have already gone so far as to show that there is | 
no pretense for maintaining that there is any fair | 


grounds for such a movement as that. If sucha 


resolution is to be pressed upon the considerationg) 


of the Senate, it ought to be met, not upog the re- 


port of the committee, for we cannot foresee what | 


that may be; but it should be met upon the ques- 
tion of reference, that we may not be taken by 
surprise in the result. 

Is not the honorable Senator content with what 
has already been done to rouse the feelings and 
passions of the country against the course and 


proceedings of Great Britain, connected with the | 
colonization of the Balize and the Bay Islands ?— 


I have said that if it be a matter | 


be prepared in feeling, and have sufficient know!l- 
edge of these subjects, to be ready to vindicate 
their honor whenever a contingency may arise 
which shall demand a prompt and energetic move- 
ment for that purpose. Does not the honorable 
Senator think we have proceeded far enough with 
such an object, when the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations says that he has 
reason to believe that the Clayton and Bulwer 
treaty, as it now stands, has been violated by the 
establishment of what is called the colony of the 
Bay Islands? 

Mr. BADGER. Bay of Islands. 

Mr. BELL. I understand they are called the 
Bay Islands because ~ are supposed to be in 
the Bay of Honduras. consider that they are 
rather off the coast of the State of Honduras, and 
not off the coast of the Balize, or, as it is called, 
British Honduras: but that is incidental, and not 
connected directly with the question. Is it not 
enough that the honorable Senator from Virginia, 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, has prociaimed that if, as he believes to be 
true, there has been a violation of the treaty by 
the establishment of a colony in those islands, that 
colonial government ‘* must be discontinued ?”’ I 
confess, though I had heretofore sat and listened 
with attention, but still with comparative indiffer- 


ence to the debate, [ was startled yesterday when | 


I heard this announcement of the Senator from 
Virginia, and more so, when I heard my grave 
and usually considerate friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Davis] rise, and with great deliberation and 
gravity avow his determination, if that should be 
the fact, to accede readily to any measure which 
might be necessary to vindicate the honor and dig- 
nity of the country; in other words, that he was 
ready for war. And the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, {[Mr. Dawson,] although he spoke large- 
ly, and very confidently and eloquently about the 
influence of the industrial and commercial inter- 
ests of the world, and of common sense, and the 
improved intelligence of the people of the world, 
as quite sufficient to repress wars between this 
country and foreign nations, yet he, too, concluded 
belligerently. I understood him to intimate that 
he was as ready as the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, or the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, to vindicate the rights, interests, and honor 
of the country, in any of the contingencies to 
| which they had alluded. 
Mr. DAVIS. Will the honorable Senator allow 
me to explain ? 
Mr. BELL. I do not think | said anything in 
|, regard to the honorable Senator which requires 
explanation. [only meant to say that the honor- 
|| able Senator from Massachusetts gave us to un- 
derstand that he was prepared to vindicate the 
honor of his country by war, if necessary. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire the gentleman to allow 
me to ‘aon my Own opinion in my own words. 
Mr. BELL. Very well, sir; I yield the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. I expressed no such sentiment 
as that any cause of warhad arisen. I said a case 
| of inquiry had arisen, and that when the facts 
| should be ascertained, it would be time enough to 


with her obnoxious interposition in the affairs of |!"consider what we should do. 


Cuba, and her arrogant pretensions displayed in 
her correspondence with our Government? 
I might as well say here that I concur with some 


And | 


of the sentiments expressed by honorable Senators | 


in regard to the manner in which Great Britain | 


has been in the habit of interfering in Spanish | 


American affairs, and in regard to the tone of the 
correspondence of her Ministers in relation to the 
affairs of Cuba. And I regard especia!ly as both 
singular and offensively impudent, the proposition 
of Great Britain to the United States, to enter into 
a convention with her and France conjointly, guar- 


| 


anteeing that neither shall ever possess the sov- | 


ereignty of Cuba. I concur in all that has been 
said on that eens but have we not had enough 
said upon the su [ 


gone far enough in rousing the feelings of the 


yject? Have not thesediscussions | 


| 


country to a proper sense of what is due to our | 


dignity and honor upan these points ? 
I understood the honorable Senator some days 


ago to say that one object he had in view in all | 


that he has said and done connected with our for- 
eign relations—and he has alluded to it this morn- 
ing—was, that the country shall be kept warned 
from time to time of the state of intercourse and 


the relations existing between this country and 


Mr. BELL. But I understood the honorable 
Senator to say, distinctly and certainly, that he 
was ready to give his assent to any measure that 
was necessary to vindicate the honor and dignity 
of the country; and I understood him to make that 
without any reserve or limitation, so that if war 
was necessary, he was ready to go to war. So 
with my honorable friend from Georgia. Now, I 
confess, when | heard such sentiments expressed 
by these gentlemen, and particularly by my hon- 

| orable friend from Massachusetts, who generally 
| considers well what he-says, and upon such an 
occasion, I was not a little surprised, and was 
| prompted to consider last night what might be the 
result of all this. Butthe honorable Senator from 
Michigan is not content with these declarations. 
He does not think that the country is yet suf- 
ficiently awakened. He does not think that the 
passions and the resentments of the country are 
yet sufficiently aroused against Great Britain, to 
answer his purpose, (Mr. Cass signifies disap- 
proval,)—the patriotic object of keeping this coun- 
try always in a condition, at any moment, to go to 
war when our honor and dignity may demand it 
ofus. I agree with him in the main sentiment; 
but I want to know if there has not been enough, 


foreign nations, so that our people should ai least | so far as the warlike declarations of honorable 
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Senators in this body are calculated to have this 
effect upon the country? And do you not think, 
Mr. President, that Great Britain and France have 
been already sufficiently terrified by the declara- 
tions of honorable Senators? What is the need 
of this new subject—this new declaration, that we 
shall not only hold Great Britain responsible for 
her attempt to establish a government in the Bay 
of Islands, and for what I admit to be her arrogant 
interference in Cuban and other affairs, on this 
continent, but that we also propose to proceed to 
repeal the Clayton-Bulwer treaty? Is it not say- 
ing in effect, that ** Weare determined to have some 
ground of quarrel against you, and nothing buat 
war will now satisfy us? We are satisfied of 
your disposition to interfere whenever you can to 
our prejudice, and we mean to take time by the 
forelock.’’ Does not the honorable Senator from 
Michigan think we have had enough of this for 
the objects he has in view,—and I know they are 
patriotic and honorable,—to have our own people 
and foreign nations sufficiently admonished of 
what we propose to do in the event that our honor 
or dignity, or the interests of the country de- 
mand any particular proceeding atour hands? 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator will allow 
me to say, that I agree fully with every word he 
says on the subject of discussion. I think 


1 
it has 


| gone far enough on this point, and therefore it is 


| land will answer, and if we must have a quarrel 


| 


that | want to make a practical application of the 
matter, and refer the subject to a committee, and 
get their report. 

Mr. BELL. But I do not want it referred 

Mr. CASS. So I perceive. 

Mr. BELL. That is the difference between 
myself and the honorable Senator. I donot know 
what the committee may report, and [ do not 
mean to give the sanction of my countenance to 
a reference of this sort, without better ground for 
such a course, and without knowing to what it is 
tolead. If the honorable Senator means anything 
less than a proposition to repeal the treaty, or that 
notice ought to be given for its repeal; if he means 
anything less than that, and if he means that the 
committee should examine the grounds of the al- 
leged fraud or imposition on the country or the 
Senate in the ratification of the treaty, then I say 
that the honorable Senator’s personal honor, it 
seems to me, demands of him that he should ac- 
cede to the proposition of the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina to postpone the subject 
until the 4th of March, when Mr. Clayton will 
be here as Senator from Delaware, to vindicate 
his own character and honor, if it be susceptible 
of vindication, and I think, in this case, it will be 
clearly so. I repeat that I think the honorable 
Senator’s personal honor demands of him that he 
should accede to the proposition, unless he thinks 
it important that a declaration sha!l immediately 
go out from this body to the world, that such is 
the state of our relations with England especially, 
that the people ought to be informed that we 
are upon the eve of a rupture with England; and 
unless he means to refer the subject to a commit- 
tee to examine whether we ought not to repeal the 
treaty. jut if nothing but a rupture with Eng- 
with her, there is no necessity that this alleged 
alteration of the treaty should be made the pretext 
of it. There are various other causes of quar- 
rel, if we want one, with Great Britnin. There is 
her arrogant interference in the affairs of Cuba and 
Spain in connection with this country. There is 
her establishment, as is alleged, of a colonial gov 
ernment over the Bay Islands, and the establish 
ment of a different form of possession and sover- 
eignty at the Balize, from the one which she is 
authorized to establish there by her treaties with 
Spain. Why should we press any additional cause 
of quarrel? I repeat the hope that the honorable 
Senator will not press the resolution now. Let it 
lie over until the gentleman who negotiated this 
treaty can Se present. 

I have a word more to say in regard to the other 
propositions of this nature pending before the 
Senate. Ifthe debate upon them goes on, I shall 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to allow met 
express my views on the subjects involved in them 
at some time which may be convenient, and 
which may not interfere with the more practical 
and useful business of the Senate. I hone, how 
ever, that I shall not have that opportunity i 
hope that these subjects will all be disposed of 
without much further debate, at al! events 
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But with all the objects avowed, and those the 
honorable Senator may not think it prudent to 
avow as his objects and motives in the presenta- 
tion of resolution after resolution upon subjects of 
this nature, why these protracted discussions, day 


ufter day? Why should we consume week after | 


week in such inflammatory discussions and ap- 
peals ?—discussions not always calculated to elicit 
the truth, but rather to give an exaggerated im- 
pression of dangers and consequences, not only 
to the people of this country, but to foreign na- 


tions. But even with the patriotic motives which | 
the gentleman may have of awakening the people 


of the country to a sense of their wrongs and the 
true condition of their foreign relations, and also, 
if you please, of producing a salutary influence 
upon the ambition of Great Britain and France, 


or any other foreign nation that may think to | 


tread upon our rights, or dignity, or honor—even 
with that object in view, would it not be of ten- 
fold more importance, especially in reference to 


any proposed effect upon foreign nations, if we | 


were to propose something more practical instead 
of these continued debates and declarations—I will 
not call them gasconading, though I really think 
that, in the present condition of the country, for- 
eign statesmen would have a right to consider 
them as such. If the honorable Senator means to 
notify Great Britain or France of the peril of in- 
terfering with our rights or our honor, or of tres- 
passing upon our dignity, or attempting to violate 
any principle we have established with regard to 
North American colonization, will he not agree 
with me that the most powerful argument that 
could be addressed either to England or France, 
and to the common sense of our own continent, 
would be to putourselves somewhat in a condition 
to maintain a conflict with them respectably and 


honorably at the outset, and with some economy, | 


too; and that we should not be exposed to the 
catastrophe of a divided empire, the wresting from 
us, at least fora time, the whole of our domain 
on the Pacific coast, which, at the beginning, 
would be the practical result now, as every gen- 
tleman who understands the condition of this 
country must know? 

Sir, [do not propose that we should put ten mil- 
lions of dollars at the disposal of the Executive; but 
if you would authorize the building of some fifteen 


or twenty first-class screw steam frigates, and a | 
proportionate number of smaller ones, and appro- | 
priate a sufficient amount of money immediately | 


for the fortification of the Pacific coast, and such 


points on the Atlantic—particularly the Tortugas | 


—as absolutely demand it, without saying what 


was your object, it would have more significance | 


than all the speeches we could make from now 


to the 4th of March, and throughout the next | 
spring and summer, if we should continue on. | 
If we want to preserve peace—and the honorable 

Senator says he does not want war, and none of || 
us want it—such a proceeding as that would have | 


the most powerful and most magical effect in pre- 
serving peace. It would certainly have far more 


effect than resolves upon paper—making procla- | 


mations of what we will do—what the spirit of 
this country is ready to meet, proclaiming that we 
are ready to exhaust our resources, and devote 


our lives in the vindication of our honor. All that | 
may do very well; but make such a movement as | 


I have indicated ;—pass the bill for the reorgani- 
zation of the Navy; authorize the building of a 
steam navy; appropriate promptly and now as 


much money as can be expended for that purpose | 
during the year; and my word for it, it will have | 


more effect, and the landable and patriotic purposes 
of the Senator from Michigan will be answered 
far more effectively than by continuing this debate, 
or pressing any new resolution of inquiry, or pro- 
posing the repeal of the treaty of 1850. Such 


auxiliaries of any negotiation on our part with ref- 
erence to the Bay Islands, and the organization of 


a more efficient British government at Balize or | 


British Honduras. Our negotiations upon all these 
roints, | repeat, will be far more effectually aided 
in that way than in any other; and I take it for 
granted that the settlement of all these questions 
is to be first attempted at least by the Executive, 
before Congress shall proceed to take the control 


of them, unless, indeed, we choose to plunge head- | 


long into a war. 


Now, | submit to the honorable Senator from 


Michigan whether we had not better go on with 


| 1 do notlook upon it at all as cal 
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those measures which are before the Senate, of a 
practical nature, which will speak so much louder, 
and be better understood, perhaps, than anything 
we may say here about war? And if we make 
such speeches as we have heard lately, and do 
nothing of a more substantial or practical nature, 
I must say that all our belligerent declarations, 
strong as they may be in terms, will be a course 
of policy which will be regarded by foreign na- 
tions, at least of so equivocal a charaeter, as to 
entirely fail of any salutary influence upon their 
sonia, Why, if we should do nothing practi- | 
cal in regard to the objects of public security and 
defense to which I have alluded, and yet be eter- 
nally debating and declaring what we would do if 
foreign nations trench on our rights, our honor, 
our interests, or any principles we may think it 
proper to lay down in regard to their interference 
in North American colonization, or with the Cen- 
tral American Governments, or what not, to what 
other conclusion can foreign nations rationally 
come, except that we do not mean all that we say? 
I say the proper mode of effecting the objects 
avowed by honorable Senators, is not the way in 
which we are proceeding. I say this in great def- 
erence.to honorable Senators who take a contrary 
course. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the honorable Senator 
from Virginia will allow me to make a suggestion. 
I should be very glad if, by unanimous consent, 
just at this little interval in the debate, I could be 
allowed to ask the Senate to take up and pass a | 
small practical bill which has been reported from | 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON. I suppose the debate can ter- 
minate very soon, and then the honorable Senator 





that I can see no earthly objection to passing the 
resolution which has been offered by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, for it does seem to me 


|| that it is a proper subject of inquiry by the Senate, 
| and by the Senate through its appropriate com- 


mittee, what effect, if any, the declarations of Mr. 
Clayton and Sir Henry Bulwer, subsequent to the | 
ratification of the treaty, has upon the text of it. 
en upon the com- 
mittee of the Senate to determine whether the treaty 
has or has not been violated; but it is to inform 
the Senate, as a part of the treaty-making power, 
whether the text of the treaty, the treaty itself, has 
been affected by this addenda of the two Ministers. 
The Senate will recollect the exact posture of 
this question. That treaty was ratified by the 
Senate as it stood; it was sent to England and rat- | 
ified by the Government there. The exchange of 








as Jan, 27. 


Mr. MASON, 1 did say I had reason to },. 
lieve, but from information open to the who) 
Senate, that it was a fact that Great Britain |.) 
ordained and established a colony at that ate 
but I did not say that if such were the fact btw t; 
a violation of the treaty. -" 

Mr. BELL. I stand corrected, then. But 4) 
honorable Senator said it must be discontinued . 

Mr. MASON. That is true. I did say tho. 
but yet I did not say that the colonization aaace 
violation of the treaty. I am not prepared to gay 
whether it is or is not a violation of the rantora 
What I said was, that if it was true that Geos 
Britain had instituted a colony at that point. 
whether it was in violation of the treaty or not 
in my judgment, as an American Senator, tha) 
colony must be discontinued. I mean in that, of 
course, no threat to the Government of Gr 
Britain, or to any other Power whatever, | ai, 
speaking here as a member of this body; anq 
Iam bound to speak what in my own judemen: 
must follow any existing state of things affectins 
the foreign relations of this country. How it js 
to be discontinued is another question. | know 
very well that great and powerful as that nation 
is, she is civilized and enlightened, and that ques- 
tions concerning nations are never to be settled by 
war but.as the very last resort. I contemplate no 
war, and I take it for granted that if Great Britain 
were satisfied either that that colony was in yio- 
lation of the treaty, or that it was dangerous to 
our peace and safety, her good sense would enable 
her to see the propriety of removing any such 
cause of difference between the two countries. 
That is all IT meant. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I certainly 


reat 


i | did not expect or intend to say anything upon this 
can make his motion. I desire, however, to say || 


subject when [ came into the Senate this morning; 


| but we are presented with a state of things which 


I think calls for a few words from this side of the 
Chamber. I will not say, Mr. President, that we 
have an exact parallel to a state of things which we 
find in a very celebrated correspondence, in which 


| a certain John Tooke, or John Horne, exclaimed, 


‘* Farce, comedy, and tragedy! Wilkes, Foote, 
and Junius united, at the same time, agaiast one 


| poor parson, are fearful odds’’—but what has 


taken place here, has called that to mind, although 
not in exact parallel; for the Senate has witnessed, 
commencing yesterday and continuing to-day, 
what at any rate presents in appearance, whether 
it be so in fact or not, a triumvirate combination 
against the Senator from Michigan, beginning with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Sewanrp] yes- 
terday in a most ferocious attack, followed this 

orning by the Senator from North Carolina, 


ratifications was completed at Washington, and it Mr. Maneum,] and continued still further by the 


the treaty was published as the law of the land. 
Now, what was the treaty? Why, it was the 
paper that passed the Senate. The contract and | 
engagement between the two nations was what | 
passed the Senate. And so far as Iam informed, | 


never, till this session, did we know of the exist- || 
ence of these papers, in the nature of an addenda, || 


Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Betu.] 

The Senator from Michigan needs no d¢fense or 
vindication at my hands. He gave evidence yes- 
terday, that, though a host come against him, he 
is equaltothem all. But if he were not, there are 
others who are better qualified than I am to vindi- 
cate him against any assault or any combination 


to which I have alluded. I am free to admit that || or conspiracy, made for the apr ee of putting 
i 1 


|| they are papers of a very peculiar and remarkable }) 


character; and it becomes exceedingly interesting 
to the country to know what effect, 1f any, they | 
have upon the treaty engagement between the two 


nations. That is all that I understand the honor- || 
| able Senator from Michigan contemplates; yet I || 
do not consider it a matter of any very great mo- || 
| ment that the Senate should pass the resolution, | 


though I shall very cheerfully vote for it, because | 
that very subject is in fact now before the Com- 


| mittee on Foreign Relations. The message of the | 
| President, which communicated the first informa- | 
| tion of the existence of these papers, has been re- | 
|| ferred to that committee, and I presume it will be | 


> tr | their appropriate duty to inquire and report to the 
measures, too, as I have indicated, are the proper | 


Senate upon all matters connected with that refer- 


|| ence, and this will be included, as a matter of | 
_course. I shall, however, very cheerfully vote for | 


the resolution, if it is put to a vote. 
1 wish to say a word now in reply to what fell | 


from the honorable Senator from Tennessee. I || 


understood him as reporting me to have said 
yesterday that I entertained no doubt that the 


| colonization of the Bay of Islaads, if it has taken 


place, is in violation of the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty. 

Mr. BELL. I understood the honorable Sen- 
ator to say that he had reason to believe the es- 


| tablishment of that colony was a fact. 
| y 


im ina wrong position before the public, or to 
defend any proposition he may present to the Sen- 
ate. Without going back to what was said yes- 
terday by the Senator from New York—for that 
was too well answered by the Senator from Mich- 
igan to need any notice at my hands—l hold it 
always to be wrong to inflict a blow upon the van- 
quished, or to open a grave and dig up a corpse. 
Nor do I deem it necessary to say anything with 
regard to what fell from the Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Maneum.] There are, however, 
one or two points in the remarks which fel! from 
the Senator from Tennessee, which it seems to me 
require a passing notice. It appears to me that he 
has misconceived the whole character and purport 
of this resolution. He assumed, if I understood 
his position, that this was a proposition on the 
part of the Senator from Michigan to repeal the 
treaty. Why, sir, it says nothing about repealing 
the treaty. [tis a proposition, on the contrary, 
for requiring the fulfillment of the treaty, and to 
ascertain how far an act done by an American 
Secretary of State, in conjunction with a British 
Minister, could go to impair the force and validity 
of a treaty which had been ratified by the Senate 
of the United States. That I understand to be the 

urport of the resolution. Does it propose any 
interference with the treaty? Does it propose, or 


' even suggest its repeal? Does it not, upon its 





